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International Affairs 


Foreign Policy Challenges Outlined 


944S0054D Lahore THE NATION in English 
16 Sep 93 p 6 


[Article by Mushahid Hussain: “Pakistan's Foreign 
Policy: New Challenges”; italicized words as published] 


{Text] With the rapidly changing regional context, Paki- 
stan’s foreign policy makers will have to cope with new 
challenges that confront the country. These challenges 
are quite marked, given the domestic situation in the 
country with a weak, nun-representative government 
and an assertive larger neighbour that is aggressively 
seeking to make inroads among Pakistan’s close friends 
in the neighbourhood. 


This is not the first time that Pakistan will have to meet 
new challenges in the wake of important geopolitical 
developments. Thirty years ago, when the United 
States ditched Pakistan to woo India, Pakistan took the 
initiative to forge closer ties with the People’s Republic 
of China. Washington took umbrage at this Pakistani 
demonstration of an independent outlook in foreign 
policy and the result was that relations between the 
“most allied allies” took a nose-dive. The U.S. accused 
Pakistan of “flirtation” with America’s biggest stra- 
tegic obsession of that period, while Pakistan felt let 
down at U.S. support for an adversary who had not 
quite shown the “loyalty” which Pakistan did during 
the period of the cold war in the 1950s. 


However, Pakistan maintained a firm posture on its 
China policy and built a relationship whose resilience 
has been evident over the decades. The second major 
challenge for Pakistan’s foreign policy makers emerged 
after the 1971 India-Pakistan war when, bereft of its 
eastern wing, Pakistan sought a new political-identity via 
the Middle East. This political role was buttressed by a 
new economic linkage based on remittances by Pakistani 
expatriates in the Middle East, which have totalled 
approximately $25 billion in the last 20 years. 


The third major challenge which Pakistani foreign 
policy makers faced was during the post-Afghanistan 
period in the late 80s and early 90s. Pakistan, which 
had been bestowed with the status of a front line state 
by the U.S. during the years of the Afghan war, 
suddenly felt after 1987 being left alone in the lurch 
with the U.S. making up with the Soviet Union. This 
process culminated in the formal end of the cold war in 
1988 and Ronald Reagan's visit to Moscow, and by 
1990 the U.S. decided to cut all military and economic 
assistance to Pakistan on the plea that Pakistan was 
continuing with its nuclear programme. 


This challenge to formulate a foreign policy in the 
post-cold war world was effectively met by resisting 
pressure to roll back the nuclear programme and, at the 
Same time maintaining support for the liberation 
struggle of the Kashmiris. However, Pakistan received 
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an unexpected bonus in the shape of the emergence of 
six Muslim states in Central Asia with whom Pakistan 
has been quick to forge important linkages in different 
areas. Pakistan’s Central Asian connection has abeen 
institutionalised with the expansion of the Economic 
Cooperation Organisation (ECO) which now includes 
nearly one third of the world’s Muslim population 
spread across 10 countries in a region rich with natural 
resources and economic potential. The fact that some of 
these Central Asian states also have inherited the 
nuclear weapon arsenals of the former Soviet Union 
added to easing the pressure on the Pakistani nuclear 
programme since the nuclear debate now has been 
enlarged to include Central Asia as well, while otherwise 
it had remained confined to South Asia alone with 
Pakistan constantly being picked for pressure. The fact 
that Pakistan provides the closest and easiest outlet to 
the Indian Ocean for six Central Asian states is an 
additional plus in promoting Pakistan's new role in the 
region as well as helping in meeting new challenges in 
the post-cold war world. 


It is in this context of new challenges and changes in the 
interi.ational political system that Pakistan played a key 
role in spearheading efforts among Muslim countries to 
provide diplomatic aid other substantive support to the 
struggling Muslims of Bosnia. At the international level, 
this process culminated in the passage Of a Pakistan- 
sponsored resolution that aimed at h. hlighting the inac- 
tion of the West to prevent a recurrence of the holocaust 
in the heart of Europe, in a brutal “action replay” almost 
50 years after the first Holocaust. 


In the current context, for the fourth time in the last 30 
years, Pakistani foreign policy makers are faced with new 
challenges which have emerged in the wake of new 
realities. Three such realities are evident, and all three 
are also interrelated. The first is the change in the Middle 
East with the defusing of the Palestinian question by 
substituting Palestinian statehood with limited 
autonomy in parts of the occupied territories. What is 
significant is that the PLO, which was once the main 
exponent of a Palestinian state has itself been coopted 
and contained in a deal that is effectively a burial of the 
Palestinian dream of a separate homeland for the dis- 
possessed. Additionally, it enables Israel to achieve de 


facto recognition as the paramount military power in the 


Middle East, given the fact that it is the only country in 
that region which possesses nuclear weapons. And more 
importantly, in a strategic sense the Israeli military can 
now take a back seat while the PLO polices the Gaza 
Strip trying to combat the /ntifada which will continue to 
be led by the Islamic movement, Hamas. 


It is good that the government has ruled out any recog- 
nition of Israel since a decision to the contrary would 
have unnecessarily injected controversy during the elec- 
tion campaign. In any case, for Pakistanis, their support 
for Palestine predates the partition of Palestine in 1947. 
In 1946 during his famous stopover at Cairo, Quaid- 
e-Azam did not mince any words in extending support to 
the Palestinian cause. More than just an Arab-Israel 











2 POLITICAL 


issue. Palestine is perceived by most Pakistanis as an 
Islamic issue affecting Muslims, in which the status of 
Jerusalem is the obvious centre-piece. 


The second important challenge for Pakistani foreign 
policy makers is India, which has sought to skillfully 
combine the increased repression of the Kashmiri 
freedom struggle with new approaches to two of Paki- 
stan’s close friends and neighbours, namely, China and 
Iran. To the Chinese, the Indians are seeking to play on 
their twin fears of “fundamentalism” with reference to 
China’s Muslim majority province of Xinjiang, and 
“separatism” with reference to Tibet, with the Indians 
also trying an analogy between occupied Kashmir and 
Tibet. While China remains a steadfast friend of Paki- 
stan even willing to incur American ire over the missile 
issue, the Chinese have taken a decision to delink the 
long-standing boundary dispute with India from overall 
growth in bilateral Sino-India relations. The Chinese, 
who have always been sticklers for principles, must have 
been concerned enough over the situation in the region 
that they decided to bypass the boundary dispute and 
move ahead on relations with India. 


The other area of Indian interest in the region is Iran, 
which Indian Prime Minister Narasimha Rao will be 
visiting next week after a recent tour of China, Iran, 
which in March 1990 had cancelled the visit of the 
Indian Foreign Minister to protest against Indian 
oppression in occupied Kashmir, like China, has been 
concerned at the recent domestic development in Paki- 
stan which meant instability and uncertainty in a 
country that both considered its strategic partner. To the 
Iranians, the Indians will be offering an economic 
opening as well as political toys which would enable Iran 
to be an active regional player away from the Persian 
Gulf where, after the PLO-Israel accord, Iran feels iso- 
lated and alone. 


The third area among new challenges for Pakistan’s 
foreign policy makers pertains to the emergence of the 
Islamic factor in American foreign policy towards 
Muslim countries. It is primarily this factor which 
pushed America to pressurise the Israelis for a deal with 
the PLO since PLO under Yasser Arafat today is viewed 
in Washington as a “lesser evil” in comparison to the 
radicals like the Hamas or the Hezbollah. And it is this 
factor which prompted the West to support cancellation 
of elections in Algeria or pursuance of a “hands-ofi” 
policy waiting and watching while the Muslim state of 
Bosnia is obliterated from the heart of Europe. In this 
regard, the former American President Jimmy Carter in 
an interview of September 13, made some apt com- 
ments. When he criticised the Clinton administration for 
having an “obsession with Islam” adding that “I think 
there is too much inclination in this country to look at 
Muslims as inherent terrorists or inherently against the 
West.” He also criticised in what is the first public 
criticism from a ranking American, the decisions to 
declare Sudan as a terrorist state saying that they 
declared that Sudan was a terrorist training centre, I 
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think, without proof. Adding, “They did not have any 
proof but there were strong allegations.” 


It is this Islamic factor which leads the United States to 
putting countries on the terrorist list, with five of the 
seven countries declared as “terrorist” by the State 
Department being Muslim. Muslim military might is 
also being viewed with suspicion as is the case with the 
Chinese military cooperation with Pakistan. 


Pakistan's foreign policy makers will face two main 
difficulties while seeking to formulate new strategies to 
meet these new challenges. The first is an endeavour to 
have a world view which still seeks a relationship and 
role with the U.S. of a kind that is no longer relevant in 
a changed scenario. The special relationship that 
marked ties between Islamabad and Washington was a 
account of a special situation during the cold war when 
the Soviet troops were in Afghanistan. That kind of 
special relationship cannot return in the new context 
especially when the U.S. itself is facing an economic 
crisis and it can no longer financially prop clients in 
other parts of the world. 


The other difficulty in meeting these new challenges 
pertains to the domestic situation since, after all, foreign 
policy can only be an extension of the domestic base. As 
long as domestic weaknesses remain and the situation 1s 
fluid and unstable, Pakistan policy makers will find it 
increasingly hard to face these new challenges or to come 
up with imaginative or dynamic approaches to foreign 
policy that the emerging situation warrants. 


False U.S. Intelligence Reports 
944S0052A Karachi JANG in Urdu 20 Sep 93 p 3 


[Editorial: Pakistan and U.S. Intelligence Reports.**] 


[Text] U.S. intelligence claims that the Chinese ship Yen 
Yi was carrying “dangerous” chemicals have been 
proved to be false, and, hence, Pakistan has justificably 
demanded that the U.S. government review its intelli- 
gence gathering system. The U.S. had claimed that the 
Yen Yi was loaded with dangerous chemicals used in 
manufacturing weapons. The U.S. used its intelligence 
report as justification first to harass the Chinese vessel in 
international waters, and then to insist on the inspection 
of the vessel's cargo. The inspection proved that the U.S. 
accusation was false and justified the Chinese govern- 
ment’s stand that the vessel was not carrying any sub- 
stance in contravention of any international agreements. 
Pakistan termed the incident regrettable, unjustified, 
and in contravention of international law, and praised 
the Chinese government for demonstrating self control 
and patience when faced with threats and pressure. This 
incident is of great importance to Pakistan. [n the past, 
especially in the past three years, Pakistan’s relations 
with the U.S. have been derailed several times in a 
manner injurious to Pakistan’s interests. The U.S. 
always took the first step and most of its actions were 
based on reports by the CIA or other U.S. intelligence 
agencies. Whether the accusation concerned Pakistan’s 
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construction of a nuclear bomb, or the patronage of 
so-called fundamentalists and terrorists, or giving pro- 
tection to Amel Kansi, or secretly obtaining M-11 type 
missiles from China, behind each of these accusations 
one could clearly see the shadow of the CIA or some 
other U.S. intelligence agency. The incident of the Chi- 
nese vessel proves that all U.S. intelligence reports which 
are regarded in some circles as very reliable and even 
“sacred” are not true. The incident has raised many 
questions regarding U.S. actions taken against the inter- 
ests of countries such as Pakistan based on American 
intelligence reports. In view of the facts, the statement of 
the Pakistani foreign office is both justified and oppor- 
tune that the U.S. should review its sources of intelli- 
gence gathering. We hope that on the diplomatic level 
Pakistan will urge the U.S. government to review the 
truth of all reports from Pakistan’s secret bomb making 
to the supply of M-11 type missiles. 


Editorial Claims National Right to Nuclear 
Weapons, Missiles 


944AS0052B Karachi JANG in Urdu 21 Sep 93 p 3 


[Editorial: “‘Missile Technology and Nuclear Weapons: 
Pakistan’s Stand on Principle.”’} 


[Text] Provisional President Wasim Sajjad has said that 
Pakistan would never abandon its peaceful nuclear pro- 
gram nor would it accept one-sided restrictions under the 
missile technology control program. Wasim Sajjad was 
speaking to journalists, following the opening ceremony 
of the Sixth Conference on Science and Techological 
Progress of the Islamic Conference Organization. He 
said that Pakistan could accept any suggestion or solu- 
tion of the nuclear and missile technology, provided it 
was based on the principles of justice. He said that 
Pakistan had put forward suggestions for purging South 
Asia of nuclear weapons, including the proposal for a 
five nation conference; that Pakistan’s suggestion for 
making South Asia a nuclear free zone was made years 
ago, and that, even today, Pakistan was ready to accept a 
proposal or solution which dealt with an equal hand with 
all the concerned parties. He said that Pakistan's energy 
needs were increasing, and that it could not end any 
option unilaterally. 


The preferences (and wishes) of the U.S. (and the West) 
in regard to the nonproliferation of nuclear weapons 
and control of missile technology are no secret. It is a 
fact that in recent years the U.S. has been exerting 
extraordinary pressure on Pakistan to sign unilaterally 
the nuclear Nonproliferaton Treaty (NPT). But all 
Pakistani governments have maintained their stand on 
principle and refused to take unilateral action in such 
an important matter, and they have said that they 
would sign the NPT agreement, if other countries of 
the region did so as well. The present government of 
Pakistan also stands on the same principle and as 
President Wasim Sajjad said Pakistan would sign the 
NPT treaty when other South Asian countries, espe- 
cially India, did so as well. In the recent talks between 


POLITICAL 3 


Pakistani leaders and General Joseph P. Howar, chief 
of U.S. Central Command, both the president and the 
prime minister clarified Pakistan's stand. President 
Sajjad was quite correct in saying that, after the end of 
the cold war conflicts, all issues should be decided on 
the basis of merit, justice, and international legal 
principles. It appears that in recent months the U.S. 
has begun \o understand Pakistan’s stand that, on the 
question of nuclear nonproliferation, the issue in South 
Asia should be regarded from the regional point of 
view; that pressuring Pakistan unilaterally would not 
solve the problem; and that such an action was unjust 
as well. In his recent visit to Pakistan, General Howar 
has been informed again of Pakistan's stand and it is 
hoped that the U.S. government will begin to view 
these issues in a better light. 


President Wasim Sajjad has confirmed the statement 
of the caretaker Prime Minister Moin Qureshi that the 
government of Pakistan was not considering any solu- 
tion on the lines of the recent agreement between Israel 
and the PLO. He made it clear that Pakistan would 
only accept a solution based on UN resolutions. The 
government of Pakistan informed General Howar of 
the sincerity of its position. Referring to the specula- 
tions regarding the general's tour of Azad Kashmir and 
Siachin, President Sajjad clarified that the government 
of Pakistan had taken General Howar on a tour of 
these areas so that he might see for himself the unnec- 
essary confrontation between the two countries which 
had resulted from India’s intransigence; that the reason 
for taking General Howar to Siachin was to make him 
realize the disadvantages of the conflict and that it 
would not be unreasonable to expect that on his return 
General Howar would try to explain to the U.S. gov- 
ernment that the Siachin issue between Pakistan and 
India should be solved according to historical realities 
and the principles of justice. President Wasim Sajjad 
has openly explained Pakistan’s position on various 
issues; it is now up to the governments of India and the 
U.S. to think over Pakistan's arguments and move in 
the right direction to save the area from unnecessary 
tension and the wasting of resources. 


Army’s Somalia Mission Reviewed, Questioned 
94AS0050E Lahore NAWA-I-WAQT in Urdu 
23 Sep 93 p 10 


[News Item: “Somalia; What Is the Pakistan Army's 
Mission?”’} 


[Text] In Somalia General Aidid’s supporters attacked a 
group of Pakistani soldiers on the peacekeeping mission 
there, killing two, and wounding seven Pakistanis. Four 
Somali young men were killed in the skirmish and 35 
were wounded. Pakistan despatched a number of its 
soldiers to participate in the UN peacekeeping mission 
in Somalia, and now they are constantly being made 
targets of Somali General Aidid’s revenge attacks. Sev- 
eral times in the past Pakistani soldiers have sustained 
heavy loss of life. After each such attack American army 
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gunship helicopters have tried to avenge themselves by 
savagely and indiscriminately bombing the barracks of 
General Aidid’s troops. 


The real reason for sending UN troops, including 
Pakistani soldiers, to Somalia was to supply food and 
drugs to the famine stricken Somalis. However, the 
activities of the UN, U.S., and Pakistani troops have 
brought them into direct clashes with Somali armies. 
Whatever the result of this development may be for 
UN and U:S. troops, it could bring into question the 
historical friendship between Pakistan and the people 
of Somalia, could lead the Somalis to regard Pakistani 
troops as the murderers of Somalis, and, accordingly 
could condemn them. It would be a good idea for the 
Pakistan Foreign Ministry to pay attention to these 
matters, and, before feelings of vengeance become 
ignited against Pakistani troops and Pakistan itself not 
only in Somalia but in the whole of Africa, Pakistani 
troops should be recalled. Meritorous work should not 
deteriorate into sinful activity. 


Analyst Argues for Relations With Israel 


94AS0054B Lahore THE NATION Supplement 
in English 28 Sep 93 p Il 


{Article by Azizud Din Ahmad: “Need To Reassess 
Pakistan's Israel Policy”’} 


[Text] The question has arisen as to whether or not 
Pakistan should reassess its policy towards Israel after 
the PLO, the principal contender against it, has accorded 
it recognition. A number of Pakistan’s closest allies 
including, Turkey and China, today recognise Israel 
while we have continued to follow a policy that was 
formulated over four decades back. Even some of our 
Arab friends are on their way to mending their fences 
with Israel without consulting us. Egypt has already done 
it and is back in the Arab League after a short ouster. 
With no Arab country clamouring to ostracise it, or 
minding its stand any more. Morocco, ruled by a man 
who calls himself the Defender of the Faith, is the next to 
follow suit. Jordan has already entered into negotiations 
with Israel in order to resolve its disputes and if Golan 
Heights are returned to Syria, that country too might 
decide to accord recognition to Israel at a proper 
moment. The way conservative Arab regimes like Saudi 
Arabia have reacted to the PLO-Israel accord shows that 
whatever the appearances they too do not have a rigid 
stand vis-a-vis the state of Israel any more. 


Nobody would suggest that we rush to recognise Israel 
after the recent historic PLO-Israel accord. But one finds 
it necessary to insist that Pakistan’s approach to the 
problem must henceforth be pragmatic and geared to its 
own national interests than to unrealistic goals. We have 
no common border with Israel and no problems of the 
kind that we have, for instance, with India. So why not 
try to at least neutralise Israel than to force it into being 
a sworn enemy of Pakistan and a close military ally of 
India, as is happening these days. 
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So far three different schools of thought have opposed 
Israel in Pakistan. The leftists opposed it for two reasons. 
First, because it was a racist state that was neither ready 
to allow equal status to its non-Jewish inhabitants, nor to 
recognise the right of Palestinians to statehood anywhere 
inside Palestine. Second, because in a period of cold war 
it was viewed as a stooge of the imperialist bloc propped 
up to destabilise the Arab radical regimes and to sup- 
press, when required, any revolutionary activity in the 
area that threatened American interests. 


Had it been a secular state ready to accommodate all 
Palestinians as citizens with equal rights, irrespective of 
race or rcligion, and had it been prepared to drop its 
belligerent attitude towards what were regarded to be 
progressive Arab regimes, the leftists might have agreed 
to its existence long ago. 


The fundamentalists opposed it for they believed the 
Jews had no right to establish a state of their own in the 
land regarded to be holy by Muslims and to occupy the al 
Quds. The state of Israel must be dismantled and an 
Islamic state established in its place, they insisted. 


The common people of Pakistan opposed Israel for it 
had uprooted and expelled millions of Palestinian Mus- 
lims and posed a threat to the Arab countries bordering 
it. Unlike the fundamentalists, the common people in 
Pakistan regarded an Arab nationalist like Gemal Abdul 
Nasir as their hero when he stood up to Israel and defied 
its imperialist supporters. 


With the end of the cold war, cl.aracteristic of the bipolar 
world of yesterday, new realities have emerged. The PLO 
fighting against an American sponsored Israel had 
received full support from the Socialist bloc as long as 
the cold war continued. Whenever the Soviets decreased 
their support in order to promote detente with the 
American bloc, the Chinese, the Koreans or the East 
European countries came forward to fill the gap. The 
Americans all the time continued to arm Israel as a 
counterweight against Soviet influences in the area and 
opposed Palestinian aspirations for statehood. The cold 
war ended with the demise of the Socialist bloc as well as 
weakening of the U.S. economy to the extent that the 
Americans found it difficult to police the whole world. 
Now they no more need stooges, who were required only 
due to the rivalry with the Socialist bloc, and are now 
encouraging regional rivals all over the world to reduce 
expenditure on arms and to resolve differences through 
negotiations. The present Israel-PLO understanding is 
an expression of the same phenomenon. The Americans 
have been forced by circumstances to pressurise Israel to 
negotiate with Palestinians and its Arab neighbours, 
something unthinkable a few years ago. 


The Palestinians have failed to achieve through the 
present accord much of what they have been demanding. 
But in the peculiar circumstances that they face today 
they could not have managed to get anything better. 
Their right to have a state of their own in parts of what 
was once Palestine has been recognised. The Palestinian 
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flag now flies in Gaza and Jericho, the Israeli army is 
going to be pulled out from there and the Israeli settlers 
there are going to be the ruled and not the rulers. This is 
not a mean achievement though it is yet to be seen if 
Palestinians succeed in getting what Yasser Arafat prom- 
ised them when he said, “Gaza and Jericho come first, 
the rest of the West Bank will follow and Jerusalem will 
be the capital of our state.” Much will depend on 
whether the Palestinians succeed in keeping united and 
on the balance of forces in the world and the region. The 
Palestinians have been of late playing on a weak wicket. 
Today there is no Socialist bloc nor a non-aligned 
movement to heip them. After the stand the PLO took 
during the U.S.-Iraq War, even the conservative Arab 
states stopped all aid to them. The Palestinians were 
indiscriminately persecuted in Kuwait and looked at 
with suspicion in other Arab states. The PLO was totally 
isolated in the Arab world, at least as far as the govern- 
ments were concerned. It might have continued to enjoy 
the moral support of the Arab masses but the materia! 
support of the Arab governments, so very crucial for 
continuing a militant struggle against Israel, was no more 
there. Under these circumstances the bargain they have 
made is by no means a bad one. 


The majority of the Arab countries seem to have reached 
the tacit conclusion that it is futile to continue to oppose 
the existence of Israel, and that it could be recognised if 
it agreed to meet certain conditions, the chief being the 
return of the Golan Heights to Syria, the return of 
Lebanese lands occupied more recently back to Lebanon, 
solution of border problem with Jordan, including the 
problems of distribution of water, and the return of the 
Palestinian refugees. 


The common man in Pakistan, like his counterpart in the 
Arab world, has started to reassess the situation. If 
anybody has a genuine dispute with Israel it is the 
Palestinians or the neighboring Arab countries and if 
they start modifying their stance towards Israel, very 
little moral ground is left for us to continue the old 
policy. The Palestinians and the Arab countries are 
motivated by their national concerns, and rightly so. We 
too share many of their aspirations. Israel has yet to 
fulfill a number of conditions to deserve recognition. It 
must vacate Arab lands occupied forcibly, allow Pales- 
tinian refugees to return and fulfill the commitments 
made to the PLO in letter and spirit. 


But the fundamentalist stand of agreeing to nothing 
short of complete obliteration of the state of Israel is 
unrealistic and it goes against the national interests of 
Pakistan. It is unrealistic because Israel has emerged as 
a strong regional power and a modern state recognised 
by a large number of countries and supported by the 
whole industrialized West and it just cannut be wiped 
off the map by sheer wishful thinking. After all who 
will bell the cat? The Muslim Ummah can destroy it, 
we are told. Now the situation of the Muslim Ummah 
is extremely unhappy. One may employ it by way of 
bluster, but when it comes to real action as the concept 
turns out to be more of a myth than a reality. The much 
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trumpeted Muslim Ummah has watched the bleeding 
of Muslim Bosnia to extinction, revealing all the hol- 
lowness of the concept. 


Should the Palestinians have waited for the same 
Ummah to obliterate Israel for them? 


It is against the national interests of Pakistan to continue 
the swagger about obliterating Israel because it turns 
Israel into an inveterate enemy of Pakistan and leaves us 
no room for diplomatic manoeuvring vis-a-vis that 
country that we might need in times to come. If we 
declare we are out to destroy Israel, nothing will stop it 
from ganging up with those who want to obliterate us. So 
it might not be a bad idea to make a reappraisal of the 
situation. As is the case with our Arab brethren, our first 
and foremost consideration must be to strengthen our 
own nation and that requires having as few enemies as 
possible. While we must express solidarity with the 
Palestinians and the Arabs and pressurise Israel to 
accede to their demands, we must find ways and means 
to negotiate with it in order to neutralize it and prevent 
it from taking a course in the South Asian region that 
might be harmful to us. We might even help the Pales- 
tinians and the Arabs better in this way. But one cannot 
do this if one goes on talking about obliterating Israel. 


U.S. Search of Chinese Vessel Condemned 


94AS0050C Lahore NAWA-I-WAQT in Urdu 
29 Sep 93 p 10 


[Editorial: “Chinese Vessel Searched: Is It an Attempt 
To Discredit Pakistan?’ 


[Text] A spokesman for the Pakistani Foreign Office has 
expressed deep concern over the fact that the U:S. 
stopped a Chinese vessel bound for Pakistan and 
searched its cargo, but failed to find the chemical which 
the U. S. maintained was being used in weapons produc- 
tion. The Pakistani spokesman told the U.S. to improve 
its intelligence system. The U.S. has been guilty on a 
regular basis of committing such actions by means of its 
security forces under cover of “intelligence gathering.” 
Before using its intelligence reports as an excuse to 
impose economic sanctions against Pakistan and China, 
the U.S. undertook similar actions against Iraq. The fact 
is that the U.S. Navy is policing world oceans, and it has 
taken upon itself the sole right to search ships in the 
Indian Ocean, the Gulf, and other international waters. 
Such actions are entirely against international principles 
of navigation which forbid interference with navigation 
ii international waters as well as unilateral action 
against a country’s shipping based on mere suspicion. 
Under these principles, there is no legal justification for 
the actions of the U.S. which can only be regarded as 
high handed military attempts to deprive other countries 
of their sovereignty. 


By stopping the Chinese vessel, the U.S. wanted to create 
justification for imposing legal restrictions against Paki- 
stan and China. However, U.S. actions clearly show that 
Pakistan is being punished for its independent attitude, 
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and the sanctions placed on Pakistan are illegal and 
based on mere suppositions. U.S. actions contravene its 
own new world order which gives priorty to the principle 
of the sovereignty and independence of nations. If the 
new world order means that nations will have to clear 
their merchandise with U.S. security forces, then such an 
order will not allow the establishment of international 
relations on a just basis. It is worthy of note that the U.S. 
action was taken at a time when Pakistan is trying to 
improve relations with the U.S.. Pak-Chinese relations 
are very friendly and brotherly, and the Pakistani 
spokesman was justified in saying that no U.S. agency 
would be allowed to make a mockery of friendly rela- 
tions. The Chinese government should pay serious atten- 
tion to the incident. The time has come for China to lead 
the block of those Third World countries which the U.S. 
wants to bring under the control of its interests. 


Analyst Warns Against U.S. Intention on Kashmir 


94AS0054C Lahore THE NATION in English 
3 Oct 93 p 8 


[Article by Mushahid Hussain: “America and the 
Kashmir Issue”; italicized words as published] 


[Text] September seems to have been an important 
month in which the Kashmir issue has drawn consider- 
able international attention. For the first time, the 
United Nations Secretary- General and the President of 
the United States, in their separate statements, made 
references to Kashmir which have been interpreted as a 
positive signal placing Kashmir on the front burner of 
outstanding international conflicts. In a speech to the 
United Nations General Assembly, President Bill 
Clinton referred to the fact that “bloody ethnic, reli- 
gious and civil wars are raging from Angola to the 
Caucuses to Kashmir.” This is the first public reference 
by an American President to Kashmir since the wide- 
spread, popular, spontaneous and indigenous uprising 
began in the Valley some four years ago. The moot 
question is whether Bill Clinton’s reference to Kashmir 
is any indicator of a switch from an American attitude 
of passivity on Kashmir to one of activitism which 
could conceivably include producing both sides to open 
a serious dialogue. To date, the United States’ role on 
the Kashmir issue has largely been confined to viewing 
it in the light of three areas. 


First, accepting the fact that Kashmir is a “disputed 
territory” involving three parties, namely, Pakistan, 
India and the Kashmiris, while seeking its settlement 
strictly within the framework of the Simla Agreement 
where the American interpretation is apparently con- 
gruent with the Indian one that views a Kashmir 
settlement essentially through talks within a bilateral 
Pakistan-India framework. 


The second American interest in Kashmir since the last 
three years has been to encourage a non-governmental 
dialogue between academics, journalists and retired civil 
and military officials of Pakistan and India. After 
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holding a dozen such dialogues, all of which have met a 
dead end, the United States may be coming to the 
conclusion that perhaps an assertive, high profile diplo- 
macy may be more meaningful in this context rather 
than quiet, fruitless discussions at the non-official level. 


The third area of American interest on the Kashmir issue 
so far has been to view Kashmir as a potential flash-point 
for military conflict between Pakistan and India, a fact 
that was last demonstrated during the spring of 1990 
when President Bush had to dispatch a Special Envoy to 
Pakistan and India to defuse what was then growing 
tension on the borders. It was, therefore, no accident that 
the two top American military officials with direct 
responsibility for the South Asian region had visited 
both sides of Kashmir within the last one year. The 
Cotnmander-in-Chief of the Pacific Command, Admiral 
Larson, has been to Occupied Kashmir and Azad 
Kashmir while during his recent visit to Pakistan, the 
Commander-in-Chief of the United States Central Com- 
mand, General Joseph Hoar, also toured Siachen. 


If the Clinton reference to Kashmir during his speech at 
the United Nations General Assembly is indicative of 
the American activism on Kashmir in the future, then it 
is More a recognition of new realities on this and related 
issues. Five such realities are noteworthy. First, after the 
systematic and sustained violation of human rights by 
the Indian occupation army in Kashmir. and with exten- 
sive international coverage of thesc crimes against 
humanity, it is clear that Kashmir as a human rights 
issue can no longer be brushed under the carpet. The 
human rights violations have been so extensive that even 
India’s own human rights organisations as well as the 
Indian Government itself, albeit belatedly, have been 
forced to take notice of these violations. For instance, 
the Indian Government has announced the establish- 
ment of a Human Rights Commission. 


The second reality is a realization in Washington that 
Kashmir remains the principal road block to Pakistan- 
India normalisation. Despite the best efforts of Wash- 
ington of pushing and prodding Pakistan and India to 
some sort of rapport, the events of last year have 
clearly demonstrated that unless there is movernent on 
the Kashmir issue, Pakistan and India would continue 
to see their bilateral relationship based on friction, 
tension and instability. 


The third reality which the American policy makers 
probably understood in the context of Kashmir is that 
their primary obsession regarding South Asia, namely, 
the nuclear issue, will remain “on hold” as long as there 
is no settlement on Kashmir. Since the nuclear issue is 
now clearly accepted as a security problem in the South 
Asian context, the emphasis merely on non- proliferation 
is no longer tenable as the nuclear issue is basically 
underpinned by considerations of security. In spite of the 
efforts of the United States in the last three years to 
promote discussions aimed at defusion of the nuclear 
tangle in South Asia, the fact is that if Kashmir remains 
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on the boil, the nuclear issue remains frozen and no 
forward movement can be expected. 


The fourth major reality which has achieved some rec- 
ognition in Washington and has impelled the United 
States to start focusing on Kashmir pertains to the weak 
political leadership in both India and Pakistan, which 
are both eagerly seeking and accvpting U.S. economic 
and political prescriptions for their respective countries, 
and who are, thus, viewed as being amenable to Amer- 
ican suggestions on such issues as Kashmir. In other 


words, if the United States wants to float some sort of 


recipe for Kashmir, perhaps this may be the most 
opportuiie moment for Washington to push it. After all 
for the first time since 1981 when General Zia included 
representatives from Northern Areas in his hand-picked 
Majlis-e-Shoora, Pakistan’s Northern Areas have again 
come into the limelight in the context of Kashmir. The 
significance of the Northern Areas is evident not only in 
the context of Kashmir but also because they provide 
Pakistan a route into China, and by extension, now into 
Central Asia as well. 


Finally, in terms of American recognition of new reali- 
ties regarding Kashmir is the fear in Washington of an 
“Islamic International” that sees radicalism being 
fuelled by Islam. Ironically, it was the American-funded 
war in Afghanistan that provided the nucleus for this 
highly motivated and well-trained “Islamic Interna- 
tional” which has today challenged both the political 
status quo in the Muslim world as well as Western 
interests. The continuation of conflict in Kashmir, which 
is a major rallying point for Muslims, has the potentiai to 
sustain a situation whose reverberations will be felt in 
India, China and even in Central Asia. Already, the 
Indians are complaining that veterans of the Alghanistan 
war including Arabs, Sudanese and Afghanis are engaged 
in supporting and participating actively in the Kashmir 
liberation struggle. This Islamic factor would be impor- 
tant in shaping the American perspective on Kashmir, 
since Kashmir like Aafghanistan before it, is ideal for 
providing battle-inoculation for Muslims who are keen 
to fight for an Islamic cause. 


Interestingly, September was also the month during 
which the Prime Minister of Azad Kashmir, Sardar 
Abdul Qayyum, made his maiden tour of the United 
States after the Kashmir uprising and the fact that he 
reached different levels of American society is probably 
an indication that Kashmir may now be receiving the 
kind of attention in Washington which it deserves but 
\vhich it was denied for so long in the recent past. In any 
case, after having pressured Pakistan on the “terrorism 
issue’, which was also in the context of Kashmir, the 
Americans may now be feeling that the time has come to 
shift gears to some active diplomacy on Kashmir. 


The Americans are already promoting the Palestinian 
“model” for Kashmir and it is in this context that the 
significance of Clinton’s reference to Kashmir may be 
understood. However, Pakistan's policy makers must 
clearly understand that the premise of American 
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activism on Kashmir would not be to grant the Kash- 
miris their long-denied right of self-determination but 
essentially to contain the four-year long uprising in the 
Valley by promoting a “solution” that would give Kash- 
miris autonomy within the framework of the Indian 
union, as has been done in the case of the Palestinians in 
the occupied territories. 


Paper Condemns Reported Official Contacts With 
Israel 


BK2110093593 Islamabad THE MUSLIM in English 
21 Oct 93 p 6 


{Editorial: “More Than a Half Denial Is Needed”’} 


[Text] A quick-footed denial by Pakistan’s Foreign 
Office not withstanding, the news broadcast by the 
Israeli Radio about a scheduled meeting between the 
Zionists and Pakistani officials has been a shock to most 
Pakistanis. The report, originally carried by an Israeli 
newspaper also reveals that the meeting was scheduled 
after a senior Israeli official had met recently with a 
high-official of Pakistan. Foreign Office [FO] denial does 
not cover this part of the story and only states that “no 
such meeting is scheduled to take place on Pakistani 
soil”. Will a meeting at any other place be all right? The 
FO spokesman, who apparently was reacting to queries 
from a local news agency did not go into the details of the 
Israeli report. We ail know that much goes on behind 
such half-denials and there is enough ground to suspect 
that the Israeli report may not be entirely baseless. 


Intriguing as it is, the news is in line with the general 
thrust of a U.S.-Zionist diplomatic offensive to end the 
isolation of Israel, particularly among the Muslim coun- 
tries. It has also been alleged in the report that the 
United States has persuaded Pakistan for establishment 
of full diplomatic relations with Israel. Even the compo- 
sition of the Zionist delegation said to be awaiting a 
signal to visit Pakistan has been indicated in the report. 
These and other details included in the report only go to 
strengthen the impression that there have actually been 
some initial contacts between Pakistani high officials 
and senior Zionist representatives. Shocking, but not 
beyond the capability of a caretaker Government in 
Pakistan led by a World Bank bureaucrat who had spent 
about three decades in an atmosphere shaped and 
dominiated by the Global Zionism. Mr Moin Qureshi 
has been more than willing to please his erstwhile (7) 
bosses in Washington. He implemented all the condi- 
tionalities of the World Bank and IMF without even 
pausing to think why the last two elected governments 
did not fully concede to these demands. Then, on the 
question of Pakistan's nuclear programme, he 
announced that we have agreed to cap it. The immediate 
adverse reaction made him to stage a quick retreat and 
deny what had been attributed to him by the three 
newsmen whom he granted an exclusive interview. 
Then, in his last press conference on Monday last, he 
looked out of character when he declared that Pakistan 
cannot abandon the nuclear option. Was all that bravado 
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on the part of Mr Qureshi a cover-up for capitulation on 
the question of recognising Israel? If a senior Pakistan 
Foreign Office representative recently met with his 
Zionist counterpart, who but the Prime Minister can 
authorise such a meeting? A follow-up, larger and formal 
meeting shall be the natural next step. Did Mr Moin 
Qureshi include this as a major “achievement” when he 
claimed in that press conference last Monday that he has 
“done his job”? 


Well, luckily, this isn’t something which cannot be 
undone. But surely, it needs mure than a half-denial 
and an ambiguous statement that “our position on this 
issue is very clear.’ We need to reiterate and clearly 
spell-out Pakistan's position on the question of recog- 
nition of the Zionist entity, which is, no recognition, 
no direct or indirect contact at any level. The Zionist 
regime occupying Palestine is as illegal as in the Indian 
occupation of Kashmir. Fakistan must emerge as a 
unified Islamic Republic. Israel’s recognition by quis- 
ling governments notwithstanding, the Muslim people 
will triumph in not too distant a future. Zionism’s zero 
hour is fast approaching. 


NAWA-I-WAQT Editorial Views Ties With 
United States 


BK0211151593 Karachi NAWA-I-WAQT in Urdu 
23 Oct 93 p 10 


[ Editorial: “Pakistan-U.S. Relations and Prerequisites of 
National Interests” 


[Text] While addressing a function in Karachi, John 
Monjo, the U.S. ambassador to Pakistan, said: “Pakistan 
and the United States have been good friends. There 
may be some differences between friends, but in spite of 
that, Pakistan and the U.S. have been moving forward 
on the path of cooperation. The U.S. wants a solution to 
the nuclear issue all over the world. The Simla agreement 
can provide a basis for India-Pakistan negotiations on 
several issues, including Kashmir and the nuclear pro- 
gram, i. the Indian subcontinent.” 


On the other hand, an official of the U.S. Department 
of State has said in Washington that Washington is 
analyzing newly elected Prime Minister Benazir 
Bhutto's address to the nation, in which she has 
described Pakistan's nuclear program as a program of 
national interest. A NEW YORK TIMES commen- 
tator stated that Bhutto's statement is a cause of 
concen for the Clinton administration and it reflects 
the gap in Pakistan-U.S. relations. 


John C. Monjo, the Pakistan-based U.S. ambassador, 
has categorically stated at a Karachi function that “the 
days are gone when Pakistan used to get military aid 
from Washington. Now Pakistan should try to attract 
U.S. investors toward it.” 


Pakistan-U.S. relations have always witnessed ups and 
downs and the United States made friendly overtures 
toward Pakistan mostly to serve its own interests; and as 
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soon as its interests were served, Washington did not 
wait for a moment to ignore Islamabad. The period 
during the Afghanistan war is noteworthy in the history 
of Pakistan-U_S. relationship. During that period, Wash- 
ington maintained close and solid cooperation with 
Pakistan in spite of latter's nuclear program, emerging 
religinsity, and imposition of martial law in the country; 
but soon after the withdrawal of Soviet troops from 
Afghanistan and the demise of the Soviet Union as a 
superpower, the U.S. turned away from Pakistan and 
started to dislike Islamabad’s nuclear program, branded 
religiosity as fundamentalism and fanaticism, described 
drug smuggling as an abominable crime, and thus sus- 
pended economic and military aid to Pakistan and 
refused to supply F-16 aircraft even though it had 
already received payments in accordance with the deal. 


The nuclear program tops ihe list of irritants in the 
Pakistan- U.S. relations. Pakistan has always stressed the 
need for viewing this issue in the national and regional 
perspective. The shortage of energy in Pakistan is not 
hidden from anyone and India’s nuclear preparations are 
as glaring as the sun. Pakistan needs the nuclear capa- 
bility to use it for peaceful purposes and also as a 
“deterrent” to keep India from aggression. Pakistan has 
reiterated over and over again its willingness to abandon 
its nuclear program if India also does the same; but 
without checking India, Pakistan will not do away with 
its nuclear capability, because doing so will be tanta- 
mount to signing one’s own death warrant. Pakistan's 
sincerity in this matter is borne out by the fact that it has 
proposed at international forums that the Indian Ocean 
region be declared as a nuclear-free zone; and during his 
tenure as prime minister, Nawaz Sharif had called for 
convening a five-nation conference, which was appreci- 
ated by the United States itself. India, however, never 
gave a positive response to any of our proposals. Paki- 
stan has already convinced the world that it is not 
capable of meeting an Indian military threat only with its 
conventional forces and weapons and that is why the 
nuclear program is indispensable for it. The U.S., how- 
ever, has made it a prestige issue, while it has turned a 
blind eye to the nuclear programs of Israel, South Africa, 
and Mexico etc. even though they have not signed the 
Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty. 


Lately, the United States has also started to point its 
fingers toward the advancement of Islam in Pakistan and 
has been threatening to declare it as a fundamentalist 
and terrorist state; and according to certain reports, 
attempts are being made to shift the blame for the New 
York World Trade Center bombing onto Pakistani fun- 
damentalist elements. Currently, the United States—the 
sole superpower in the new world order—is manipu- 
lating things everywhere. It has persuaded Yasir ‘Arafat 
to accept Israel's hegeriony through the Israel-PLO 
agreement. However, it will be a mistake on the part of 
the United States to consider Pakistan a movement like 
the PLO and try to dictate terms to it. Pakistan came 
into being in 1947 as a result of a glorious movement 
under the leadership of great leader Mohammad Ali 
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Jinnah and now it is a vital entity and the United States 
will never be able to find a Yasir ‘Arafat here, who 
blindly will accept Washington’s terms. It is also not in 
th. U.S. interest to make Pakistan an insignificant vassal 
of India in the region. The fact is that Pakistan’s national 
policies do not change with the change of governments 
and whether it is Kashmir or the nuclear policy, or 
India-Pakistan relations, or any other issue, every Paki- 
stani Government is bound to keep the national interest 
above everything else and it is not possible for any 
government to compromise national interests. 


There are apprehensions that the sole aim of bringing 
the Pakistan People’s Party into power through an 
unnecessary election is that the United States wants to 
get a “special” agenda completed by this government. 
We. however, consider it necessary ‘o make it clear to 
the United States and the new government that com- 
promising national interests is not an easy affair in 
Pakistan nor is it in tine interest of the United States 
itself. Therefore, any attempt to make Pakistan's 
national independence and sovereignty meaningless 
will never succeed. 


Editorial Condemns ‘Diplomatic Fiasco’ in 
Belgium 

BK2310133393 Islamabad THE MUSLIM in English 
23 Oct 93 p6 


(Editorial: “Indian-occupied Belgium, Is It?] 


[Text] Jammu and Kashmir Liberation Front [JKLF] 
chief Amanullah Khan’s arrest in Belgium by 
INTERPOL agents has resulted in one of the biggest 
diplomatic fiascos of our times, and not without good 
reason. Mr Amanullah was in Brussels on the invitation 
of the European Parliament [EP], duly granted a visa by 
the Belgium Embassy in Pakistan, and was travelling 
with a British MP [Member of Parliament] in an official 
EP vehicle to a meeting with European Socialist Party 
leaders, when their car was ambushed by INTERPOL 
men. The reason given was that the JKLF chief was 
wanted in India, which had issued a warrant for his 
arrest allegedly in connection with a murder, and now 
New Delhi is pressing for his extradition for prosecution. 
In the wake of the incident, the Belgian envoy to Paki- 
stan has been recalled for issuing a visa to Mr Amanul- 
lah, and the European Parliament has adopted an emer- 
gency resolution condemning the arrest and demanding 
immediate and unconditional release of the JKLF chief. 
Expectedly, Pakistan has also used the strongest possible 
words to condemn the incident, calling it a grave viola- 
tion of Mr Amanullah’s human rights as well as of 
diplomatic norms. 


What is most disturbing and deplorable, however, is the 
fact that INTERPOL has carried out an operation at the 
behest of India when the charges against Mr Amanullah 
are so clearly politically motivated. Indeed, the EP 
resolution says categorically that INTERPOL has no 
proof against Mr Amanullah, and had no authority to 
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apprehend an officially invited political figure at the 
behes, of India or any other country for that matter. But 
one wonders, are the INTE! POL authorities so blind as 
to not see that India’s allegations about Kashmir and 
those it brutally represses are directed solely toward the 
crushing of the struggle for self-determination by the 
Kashmiris? Mr Amanullah’s capture has been carried 
out in the most bizare circumstances and with brazen 
impunity for the demands of justice and diplomatic 
rights. As such, the Belgian government stands thor- 
oughly discredited in the eves of the world. It would be 
laughable if, for instance, the U.S. arrested exiled Hai- 
tian President Aristide because the military dictatorship 
that ousted him wanted him out of the way and pre- 
sented some fabricated charges. Three decades ago, 
Nelson Mandela was arrested by South African authori- 
ties with the help of the American Central Intelligence 
Agency, only to emerge, aiter 27 yea's in prison, to lead 
his people to freedom and win the Nubel Peace Prize in 
the process. Yet, even that historic role of the CIA in 
capturing cne of the great freedom fighters had to remain 
a covert operation. 


It is not enough to say that granting Mr Amanullah a visa 
was an error. The fact is that Mr Amanullah was granted 
a visa, had been in Belgium legally for 48 hours before 
the arrest, and had been invited by Europe's highest 
legislating body, the European Parliament for an offi- 
cially scheduled conference on the Kashmir issue. If such 
guarantees of safe passage are not enough for a traveller. 
we fear to think of what would happen to ordinary 
people. What is even more reprehensible morally is that 
this should take place at a time when in Kashmir itself 
Indian atrocities are at an all time high, and the holiest 
Muslim shrine of Hazratbal is under siege by thousands 
of troops, Pakistan needs to be even more forceful about 
its reaction to Amanullah Khan's arrest, particularly 
since he left for Belgium from our soil in good faith. 


U.S. Asked To Pressure India on Proliferation 
94AS0069B Karachi JANG in Urdu 24 Oct 93 p 3 


[Editorial: ‘““Nuclear Weapons and American 
Concerns.”’] 


[Text] Commenting on Prime Minister Bhutto's state- 
ment that Pakistan would continue its peaceful nuclear 
program, the spokesman for the U.S. Department of 
State has said that U.S. is concerned about the prolifer- 
ation of weapons of destruction in South Asia; and that 
in talks with both Pakistan and India the U.S. had 
emphasized the need for high level negotiations on the 
nuclear problem as well as the Kashmir issue. Although 
the U.S. State Department's statement follows tradi- 
tional U.S. policy on nuclear weapons, a certain amount 
of change is discernable in that the commeit on Bena- 
zir’s statement did not hold Pakistan alone responsible 
for the nuclear weapons issue. It appears, then, that the 
U.S. is beginning to realize that the Indian argument that 
the building of nuclear weapons should be viewed in an 
international context is not correct, and that Pakistan ts 
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in the right when it says that the building of nuclear 
weapons in South Asia and the existence of conflicts are 
the real issues and a solution should be found in the 
regional context. Pakistan’s sincerity has been proved by 
its acceptance of all international efforts in regard to this 
problem, and Pakistan has made it clear that, if India 
showed willingness to hold serious and meaningful talks 
on the Kashmir issue and India’s nuclear program, 
Pakistan would accept all international restrictions. 
India, however, has remained intransigent and the U.S. 
and other countries, for the sake of their own political 
and economic interests, have refrained from exerting 
pressure on India to adopt the course of decency. At any 
rate, now that unusual changes are taking place in the 
world and efforts are being made to solve cold war issues 
through peaceful negotiations, India also should hold 
talks with Pakistan on all outstanding differences. 
Pakistan has repeatedly offered to hold such talks, but 
India has always procrastinated. In view of the present 
situation, if the U.S. seriously wants to end the destruc- 
tive weapons’ race in South Asia, it should put pressure 
on India as well, for as long as the Kashmir issue remains 
unsolved, there can be no guarantee of a durable peace in 
South Asia. 


Editorial Opposes Dispatch of Troops to Somalia 
BK0511145493 Karachi NAWA-I-WAQT in Urdu 
26 Oct 93 p 10 


[Editorial: “Pakistani Army Should Pay Attention to 
Kashmir, Not Somalia’’] 


[Text] Pakistan has decided to send one division of 
troops to Somalia to join the UN peacekeeping force 
there. A U.S. request to this effect was received by 
former caretaker Prime Minister Moin Qureshi, who had 
approved the dispatch of troops. The United States 
wants to withdraw all its troops from Somalia, because 
the U.S. forces are suffering maximum losses there and 
the U.S. people are not willing to see the experience of 
another Vietnam being repeated in Somalia. The U.S. 
and Pakistani troops were sent to Somalia in accordance 
with a UN decision to establish peace there. Their main 
objective was to create conditions under which the 
Somali people—the victims of starvation and numerous 
diseases—could be provided with food and medicine, 
but the African warlords do not like to see this happen. 
Hence, the peacekeeping forces have been suffering 
losses everyday. In one single attack, 25 Pakistani 
officers and soldiers were martyred. The Pakistani forces 
and doctors still enjoy good reputations in Somalia. 
Pakistan’s relations with Somalia have also been close 
and friendly. Nonetheless, it is now feared that if only 
Pakistani troops are left in Somalia to perform their 
pleasant or unpleasant duties, it would be difficult to 
maintain the friendly relationship that existed between 
the two countries in the past. Pakistan can become a 
target of a friendly Muslim country’s hatred, and it may 
not be surprising 1f Pakistan itself is branded as a power 
with colonial ambitions or a tool of a superpower having 
colonial ambitions. The actual situation 1s that Pakistan 
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neither possesses a large force, nor can it afford to send 
such a large number of troops to foreign countries under 
the present circumstances. 


The situation in Kashmir is turning from bad to worse 
with every passing day. During the past half century, 
there is no brutal and tyrannical act which the Indian 
occupation forces have not committed against the 
Kashmiri people. Now, the Indians are continuing the 
process of genocide of the Kashmiri Muslims under an 
organized conspiracy and have broken every record for 
curfew, arson, gang- rape, murder, and destruction. 
For the past week, the Indian occupation forces have 
been besieging the Hazratbal shrine, the holiest shrine 
of the Kashmiri Muslims in Srinagar, where, according 
to traditions, a holy hair of Prophet Muhammad, may 
the blessing and mercy of God be upon him, is kept. 
The Indian forces seem to be bent upon razing the 
Hazratbal shrine to the ground and if, God forbid, that 
thing happens, the Kashmiri Muslims will take to the 
streets and raise the slogans of victory or death. In view 
of the mounting tension, the Indian forces have can- 
celed all leave and the Indian Air Force has been put on 
full alert. With the arrival of two more divisions of 
Indian troops in Kashmir, the number of the occupa- 
tion forces has risen to about 500,000. 


Under these circumstances, Pakistan should review its 
decision to dispatch one more division of its troops to 
Somalia and, according to the Koranic injunctions, keep 
its horses ever ready to face any possible Indian aggres- 
sion. Regrettably, a war for power is going on in Paki- 
stan, and the chief minister of Punjab has been meeting 
the chairman of the joint chiefs of staff committee and 
the Pakistan Army chief in Islamabad to have his powers 
and authority restored. In view of the situation in 
Kashmir, our military leaders ought to devote every 
single moment to defense preparations. It is also the duty 
of our political leaders to try to understand the challenge 
facing the nation and keep the national interest upper- 
most, rising above personal interests. First things should 
be first, and that is the defense of the motherland. The 
entire nation should stand together like an impregnable 
wall and give proof of unity and solidarity to foil all 
tricks of the enemy. 


A new government has been elected in Pakistan. At the 
very Outset, the government has to face a new type of 
situation in Kashmir. Now, it is the duty of this newly 
elected, democratic and people’s government to demon- 
strate its wisdom and insight and mobilize international 
support for the liberation of Kashmir and help provide 
the Kashmiri people an opportunity to exercise their 
right of self-determination on the basis of the UN 
resolutions for a settlement of the Kashmir dispute. Of 
course, on her return from Cyprus, Benazir Bhutto has 
had meetings with King Fahd of Saudi Arabia and 
President Zayid Bin-Sultan Al Nuhayyan [of the United 
Arab Emirates] who pledged to support Pakistan’s reso- 
lution on Kashmir at the United Nations, but this 
resolution will come up for discussion some time in 
November, and in the meantime, God forbid, death and 
destruction may be caused. Pakistan, therefore, needs to 
move fast and take immediate steps in this regard. 
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Paper Urges Effective Lobbying in U.S. 


BK0311032793 Islamabad KHABRAIN in Urdu 
2 Nov 93 p 10 


{Editorial: “The Importance and Need of Pakistani 
Diplomacy and Lobbying in the United States”] 


[Text] According to a report, Robert P. Oakley, former 
U.S. ambassador to Pakistan, has been appointed Paki- 
stan’s lobbyist in the United States. He is currently 
visiting Somalia as a special envoy of President Clinton. 
It has been reported that he will be given $250,000 
(about 4.5 million rupees] annually for his services. The 
appointment was made by former caretaker Prime Min- 
ister Moin Qureshi during the final days of his govern- 
ment. Earlier, (Neil and Company) had been rendering 
this service. During the former Pakistan People’s Party 
[PPP] government, Ms. Benazir Bhutto had appointed 
Mark Siegal, a voluble Jew, as Pakistan’s lobbyist in the 
United States. His only qualification was that some of 
his letters were published in the letter to the editor 
column of two English newspapers in which he tried to 
convince the U.S. Administration that the PPP leader- 
ship was the only progressive-thinking leadership in 
Pakistan and that it should be helped because it was 
confronted by unsophisticated mullahs and fundamen- 
talists. It was during his assignment for lobbying that the 
Pressler Amendment was endorsed, thereby suspending 
aid to Pakistan and imposing restrictions on it. Stephen 
Solarz, a pro- Indian Jew, had then achieved consider- 
able success in including Pakistan in the list of terrorists 
and fundamentalists. 


In course of time, the United States became the only 
superpower of the world and it is now fully utilizing this 
status. Each and every dispute and issue in world now is 
being resolved in accordance with the wishes of the 
White House. The more a Third World country succeeds 
in pleasing the U.S. president and his administration, the 
more benefit it reaps. 


The Jewish lobby is the most effective and powerful 
lobby in the United States. The main reason behind this 
is that the U.S. electronic media and newspapers and 
periodicals are owned by Zionist Jews. Moreover, the 
Jewish vote is very organized. Every U.S. president and 
member of the Congress need their support from the 
time of the elections to the running of state affairs. Then 
there is the Hindu lobby. According to a conservative 
estimate, more than 3 million Hindus currently live in 
the United States, having considerable influence 11 areas 
ranging from universities to business circles. They are 
very popular among the Americans due to their exclusive 
culture, particularly their Vedic philosophy, classical 
music, and dance. A very close relation exists between 
the Jewish and Hindu lobbies in the United States. There 
is a close coordination between their views on most of 
the world issues, especially on the Islamic world and 
Pakistan. The impact of this coordination on U.S. poli- 
cies are very obvious. There is an amazing similarity of 
views between the two lobbies on the issues of Kashmir, 
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Pakistan’s nuclear program, and the Islamization pro- 
cess. Lobbies of Egypt, Saudi Arabia and even of Presi- 
dent Saddam and Colonel al-Qadhdhafi are also active 
in the United States. The relations of former U.S. 
President Jimmy Carter and his brother with Col. al- 
Qadhdhafi are no secret. 


Pakistan’s lobby and diplomacy is the weakest in the 
United States. Of course, there are some reasons for it. 
For example, we do not have the wealth of the Jews or 
the exuberant culture of the Hindus. Also, most of the 
time we have had military rule in our country. It is very 
difficult to convince the democracy-loving people of a 
democratic country about the justification of a dictator- 
ship. However, the problem can be overcome by 
appointing good and capable diplomats and lobbyists. 
No effort was made in the past in selecting correct people 
to carry on these jobs. All governments in the past 
assigned to these positions those who they thought 
should be rewarded. 


Whichever government came to power, ignored the 
national interests and assigned these positions to their 
favored people. Those who were assigned to these posts 
tried to express their gratitude for assigning them these 
posts by promoting the image of their patrons instead of 
defending the country’s policies. Because of our weak 
lobby we have been branded by the U.S. Administration 
and the U.S. public opinion sometimes as terrorists and 
at other times as fundamentalists. Despite being on the 
right side, we failed to secure the desired U.S. support on 
the issue of Kashmir and other disputes. Realizing the 
importance of diplomacy in the United States, the care- 
taker prime minister appointed the seasoned diplomat, 
Akram Zaki, as the ambassador to the United States. 
However, he could not settle down in that position. The 
new government recalled him and assigned this most 
important and sensitive responsibility to Dr. Maliha 
Lodhi, editor of an English daily. 


Although Dr. Maliha Lodhi is very proficient in writing 
and speaking in English—yet with a knowledge of the 
intricacies of Pakistani politics—the capacity to plead for 
Pakistan policies and national interests with the Ameri- 
cans is a different thing. The imperialists and the imperi- 
alist-minded Americans cannot be influenced or con- 
vinced by speaking or writing articulate and eloquent 
English. Moreover, sometimes opinions expressed in her 
writings appeared to be contradictory to our national 
interests. Earlier, a woman politician was appointed by 
Nawaz Sharif as the ambassador to the United States. 
However, everyone is aware of her “‘successes.”’ The fact is 
that the post of the ambassador to the United States is so 
crucial that it should be assigned to persons of the ‘“‘cali- 
ber” of Moin Qureshi or Ms. Benazir Piutto. The services 
of some of our former foreign ministers can also be 
obtained for the purpose. If someone wants to give any 
reward to someone, then there are more than 175 countries 
in the world; they can be sent to any of these countries. 
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and efficient lobbyist for Pakistan. Apparently, Robert 
Oakley is a fully capable person for the task. He had been 
serving as a diplomat in South Asia for a long time. He 
has a very deep insight into the politics, issues and 
disputes of South Asia. He has personal relationship with 
President Clinton and a number of members of his 
administration. Hopefully, he will not disappoint Paki- 
stan. The amount of $250,000 a year is not too high a 
remuneration for a person if he can correctly explain our 
policies to the U.S. Administration and public opinion. 


Editorial Views State of Relations With United 
States 

BK0311130593 Peshawar THE FRONTIER POST 
in English 3 Nov 93 p 10 


(Editorial: “Pak-US Relations] 


[Text] The upcoming visit to Pakistan by the US 
Assistant Secretary of State for South Asia Ms Robin 
Raphel comes at an important juncture for Pakistan. 
Recent statements from official quarters in the US 
have indicated that for the first time, the US 1s 
squarely rejecting India’s claim that Kashmir is its 
integral part. President Clinton’s reference to Kashmir 
in his speech at the United Nations is simply one 
indicator of the way in which the US and the interna- 
tional community generally now regard Kashmir as an 
issue that needs urgent resolution and cannot be left 
entirely to India’s tender mercies. This is a major 
achievement of the relentless and valiant struggle 
waged bys the Kashmiri people against India’s ruthless 
repression in the valley and a vindication of Pakistan’s 
challenge to India’s claim on Kashmir. Similarly, to an 
extent, the US appears to have conceded the linkage, 
strongly argued by the previous caretaker government, 
between Kashmir and the nuclear issue. Even as it 
continues to indicate that it would not be satisfied by a 
freeze on the part of Pakistan with regard to the 
nuclear programme and would, if the requirements of 
the Pressler Amendment are to be met, insist on a 
role-back. 


Clearly, there does remain a gulf between the US and 
Pakistan in terms of the latter’s stated positions on the 
two key security issues of Kashmir and the nuclear 
programme. But let us not miss the significant progress 
in narrowing the gap. Pakistan has a strong argument 
in not being able to wrap up its nuclear programme 
unilaterally while a hostile India across the border is 
believed to be in possession of nuclear weapons and 
continues with an ambitious missile programme. We 
should, as before, invite US assistance in getting India 
to see reason on this issue and respond to Pakistan’s 
proposals for regional non-proliferation. Even more so 
on Kashmir, in view of the clearly changed US stance, 
Pakistan should exploit the room for manoeuvre that is 
now available by focusing international attention on 
the plight of the Kashmiris rather than by emphasising 
exclusively the United Nations resolutions that the US 
seems not to be paying very much attention to. The 
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important issue right now is to build up as broad a 
front against India as possible rather than to shoot 
holes in the inconsistent postures and policies of those 
who could potentially be a source of pressure on India 
to grant Kashmiris the right of self-determination and 
to adopt a more logical posture on the nuclear issue. 


Daily Contends No U.S. ‘Fresh Measures’ on 
Kashmir 


BK0911104993 Islamabad THE NATION in English 
9 Nov 93 p 7 


[Text] Despite the spate of excitement reflected in the 
media comments over the latest US statement on the 
Kashmir conflict, a close study of the text reveals no 
indications of any significant change in the US posi- 
tion on the lingering dispute between Pakistan and 
India. Not surprisingly the US Department of State 
spokesman was quick to refute those who had discov- 
ered a major shift in the American Stance. The brief 
department observation came on October 10, a day 
after Ms Robin Raphel, Assistant Secretary of State for 
South Asia had expressed her thoughts on Kashmir in 
a background briefing to the South Asian correspon- 
dents stationed at the American capital. 


Ms Raphel who had chosen to remain “anonymous” 
during the briefing but got identified in the Indian 
Press against her wishes and in violation of the media 
ethics, has expressed her thoughts well. They are 
couched in phraseology which by any standard would 
be described as “‘stiff’ reflecting ‘“‘displeasure and 
anger” of the US and matching squarely with the 
intensity of the Kashmir tragedy. People in Pakistan 
who are extremely disturbed by the prevailing situa- 
tion in Srinagar could not remain unmoved by Raphel 
sharing their grief. However, one could not also ignore 
the fact that the US Assistant Secretary of State has 
proposed no fresh measures and has suggested no 
effective steps to resolve the dispute and thereby put an 
end to the gruelling tragedy of Kashmir. 


The position stated and the measures proposed in the US 
statement could be summed up as follows: 


(1) US regards ‘“‘all of Kashmir” as disputed territory the 
status of which needs to be resolved. 


(2) The insurgency has a “strong indigenous element” 
and any solution to the Kashmir conflict must take 
into account the wishes of the Kashmiri people. 


(3) The US would consider a mediating role only if it 
was requested by both India and Pakistan. 


(4) Pakistan and India should seek a solution to the 
dispute through bilateral talks. 


The points listed above suggest nothing new in the US 
policy statement on Kashmir. They are a reiteration of 
the long-standing US position on the Kashmir question. 
The last to state this position was John Malott, Director 
of the Bureau of South Asian Affairs. He had made his 
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submission before the House Foreign Affairs Sub- 
Committee on April 28. Mr Malott in fact had gone 
beyond the Raphel statement when he stressed demilita- 
risation of the Siachen Glacier and Clinton Administra- 
tion’s decision to pursue an even-handed approach in 
South Asia. We have no reason to doubt Mr Malott’s 
good intentions but the hopes Mr Malott aroused in 
spring have remained unfulfilled till the fall. One won- 
ders if the reiteration in Fall of the stand taken in Spring 
would produce any better results. 


Besides the points listed above, the latest US statement 
carries some questionable observations. For instance the 
Kashmiri freedom-fighters have been characterised as 
“separatists supported by Pakistan”. This is an unfair 
characteristic, absolutely wrong from the standpoint of 
history and in total conflict with the UN Security 
Council resolutions. Pakistan, a party to the dispute, and 
the people of Kashmir never accepted the Indian claim 
that Kashmir was a part of India. Separatism, therefore, 
is irrelevant. One first has to be part of an entity before 
struggling to separate from it. Senior diplomats like Ms 
Raphel should not be swayed by fashionable jargon or be 
influenced by Indian propaganda. 


As regards Pakistan’s support, the US diplomat must be 
aware of the administrative actions taken against certain 
officials by the Caretaker Prime Minister Mazari. Fur- 
ther it must be realised that the current phase of the 
Kashmiri struggle began with the massive rigging of state 
elections in 1987. Honest Indian writers admitted then 
and have shown no hesitation to confess now that the 
uprising is indigenous both in scope and character. 


Another notable slip of the US diplomat is to feel 
“encouraged” by New Delhi’s assurances that it prefers a 
non-military solution. In the present context nothing 
perhaps could be more ridiculous than the so-called 
Indian preference for non-military solution. The whole 
world is witness to the oppression let loose by the Indian 
military on the innocent Kashmiris. The strength of 
Indian military and paramilitary units is estimated by 
independent agencies to exceed four hundred thousand. 
Only an Indian with an ancient faith in the unity of 
opposites, unbothered by contradictions, could dare talk 
about non-military solution while a military force is in 
full action. For Pakistanis with a history of varied 
experience with the Indians, their contradictory talk is 
not surprising. What is surprising is the American belief 
in such a talk and to feel encouraged by it. 


The people of Pakistan will still feel gratified if the 
Americans could help resolve the Kashmir dispute. This 
cannot be accomplished by waiting for the Indians to 
accept American mediation. They should be made to 
accept it. More words won’t help. It sounds ironic that 
the Assistant Secretary of State whose briefing on 
Kashmir was intended to be a curtain-raiser to her 
scheduled visit to the subcontinent, is not even going to 
India. The visit as announced shall be confined to 
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Pakistan, Afghanistan and Bangladesh. How are her 
words then going to be translated into an action pro- 
gramme for the Kashmir solution? 


Editorial Views ‘Different Perceptions’ at U.S. 
Talks 


BK0911095993 Islamabad THE NATION in English 
9 Nov 93 p 6 


(Editorial: “Different Perceptions”) 


[Text] The visit of the US Assistant Secretary of State 
Ms Robin Raphel to Pakistan has occasioned all kinds 
of comments on the whole gamut of Pakistan-US 
relations. Among these comments have been those 
made by the former PM, Nawaz Sharif, who has 
pointed to his government’s success in doing away with 
the US aid and that by the Indian Foreign Minister 
Dinesh Singh, claiming that the present so-called US 
tilt towards Pakistan was motivated by US trade 
prospects with the Islamic countries, including Paki- 
stan. On the more optimistic side is the story that the 
US is trying to find a way round the Pressler Amend- 
ment to restore aid to Pakistan. Almost all these 
comments and stories suffer from insufficient percep- 
tion of realities on the ground. Mian Sahib’s percep- 
tion that he stood his ground against pressure and 
successfully demonstrated Pakistan’s ability to do 
without aid, is only partly true. Pakistan’s need for 
both economic and military aid continued to create 
problems both in the development and security fields. 
In fact, the denial to Pakistan of conventional military 
arms by the US made it impossible for Pakistan to 
abandon its nuclear option, clearly demonstrating 
how counter productive could the Pressier Amend- 
ment be in its application. The Indian Foreign 
Minister’s perception of the “Tilt”, to say the least, the 
least, is totally naive. India is a far bigger market for 
trade than the Islamic bloc. And even if it is not, by 
prejudicing its trade opportunities in India, the US 
could not possibly have gained anything. Mr Singh 
actually overlooks the international reaction to the 
Indian human rights record in Kashmir. It is not just 
the US, but virtually every part of the civilised world, 
including Russia, which is alarmed at what India is 
doing there. The US administration may have articu- 
lated it more clearly than others, but there is no “tilt” 
on the merit of the issue. 


Again, the perception that the US will not pursue the 
priorities in its agenda, which seem to be nuclear non- 
proliferation, elimination of flashpoints in the world, 
and human rights, and will somehow look at Pakistan’s 
priorities, fails to see the indirect congruence of interests 
between the two countries. The gravity of the situation in 
Kashmir spans all the three major US concerns. The 
reasoning here is that Pakistan cannot afford to abandon 
its nuclear option because of the threat of war on 
Kashmir, particularly when its supply of conventional 
weapons has been choked off by the US under the 
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Pressler Amendment. And since the US has treated India 
with kid-gloves so far, India has felt encouraged to 
commit massive violation of human rights with impu- 
nity. The priorities that the US has are, therefore, not 
necessarily in conflict with Pakistan’s. There may only 
be in a different order. Pakistan feels that India must be 
stopped from the genocide of the Kashmiris, it must 
solve Kashmir to eliminate a flash-point and it should 
abandon its nuclear programme along with Pakistan to 
achieve the goals of non- proliferation. Pakistan alone 
cannot do anything to address the US concerns. Hence 
any unilateral pressure by the US on Pakistan to freeze 
or roll back its nuclear programme should be resisted at 
all costs. 


Editorial Criticizes Sanctions Against Libya 


BK1511135793 Islamabad KHABRAIN in Urdu 
14 Nov 93 p 10 


[Editorial: ‘““The Inhuman Economic Sanctions Against 
Libya”’] 


[Text] The UN Security Council has imposed stricter 
economic sanctions against Libya at the initiative of the 
United States, the UK, and France. The sanctions were 
imposed on Libya because of its failure to hand over two 
of its citizens, allegedly involved in the bombing of an 
U.S. aircraft, to either the United States or UK. The 
Western countries have already imposed an air traffic 
ban on Libya. Restrictions are also in force on the supply 
of spare parts to Libya. All of these are severely affecting 
the financial, economic, and social life of that country. 
Under the new sanctions, Libyan assets in foreign coun- 
tries will be confiscated, air restrictions will be further 
tightened, and a ban will be imposed on some items of 
the oil industry. 


Countries having friendly ties with the United States had 
long been trying to find a peaceful settlement to the 
dispute so as to avoid any further sanctions. Some 
Christian leaders and President Husni Mubarak made 
considerable efforts in this regard. Libya’s revolutionary 
leader, Colonel Mu’ammar al-Qadhdhafi, even played 
the Israeli card in an effort to exert influence on the 
United States. A delegation of about 190 Libyans paid a 
“pilgrimage visit” in July to Islamic holy place. 1n Israel 
[as published] and the al-Aqsa mosque. Col. al- 
Qadhdhafi himself agreed to hand over the two citizens 
to any neutral country for trial. He was even willing to 
put them under the custody of the United Nations. But 
the United States and Britain rejected this offer and 
showed no flexibility or desire to give any concessions. 


The crash of the Pan Am plane at Scotland’s Lockerbie 
and of the French plane in Niger causing the death of 
more than 400 people is undoubtedly an enormous 
human tragedy. If this destruction was the result of 
sabotage, then the offender must be punished for the 
crime. When the planes crashed five or six years ago, a 
Palestinian group was held responsible for it. But the 
whole story of the plane crash changed as soon as 
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relations between the Palestine Liberation Organization 
and Western countries improved. Then it was circulated 
that two Libyan citizens were responsible for the crash, 
which was vehemently rejected by Libya. The new 
Western story considerably diminished the credibility of 
their allegations. 


No country will hand over its citizens to others. The 
same applies to Libya, irrespective of whether the two 
Libyans were involved in the crash or not. How many of 
their own citizens has the United States and the UK have 
handed over to others so far? Libya has offered max- 
imum concessions in this regard and it is not possible for 
it go further. 


Moreover, Libya’s apprehensions that the trial of its 
citizens in the UK or the United States will affect its 
sovereignty and supremacy over its people is also under- 
standable. It is quite possible that they will be given 
death sentence by proving their crime through witnesses, 
or that they will be coerced to confess their alleged crime, 
or other maneuvers will be used to make them acknowl- 
edge that they had committed the crime at the instruc- 
tions of the Libyan Government. It will thus give the 
United States and its allies an excuse to attack Libya. 
Also, it might give them the right to demand compensa- 
tion from Libya for those killed in the two plane crashes, 
which will amount to tens of millions of dollars. Libya 
thus views the demand as a preparation for a U.S. and 
Western attack against Libya. 


The Libyan economy has already been shattered by the 
previous sanctions. Air traffic with Libya has been 
snapped. Most of its aircraft have been grounded for 
nonavailability of spare parts. People are forced to use 
road links to Egypt and Tunisia for travelling to and 
from abroad, which 1s quite expensive and strenuous. 
Even now, several hundred thousand foreigners are 
working in Libya. The foreigners are the ones facing 
the most difficulties in traveling. The nonavailability 
of spare parts has so far resulted in two air crashes 
during in-country flights, thereby causing the loss of 
hundreds of innocent lives. Due to lack of air travel 
facilities, scores of sick people died as they could 
not be transported outside the country on time for 
treatment. Similarly, the death rate in hospitals has 
gone up due to nonavailability of medicines. Inflation 
has risen to the highest level; business activities have 
also been disrupted. 


In other words, a quite prosperous country is now facing 
very difficult situation due to these sanctions. It is a 
situation which hurts every humanitarian-minded 
people. Libya is not willing to give in, and the United 
States and Western countries seem not ready to let Libya 
go. The stalemate has badly affected the life of at least 4 
to 5 million innocent people. We do not know why the 
champions of human rights and pioneers of modern 
civilization are out to punish hundreds of thousands of 
people for a crime which they did not commit. In order 








JPRS-NEA-93-114 
9 December 1993 


to ensure justice, will it aot be enough if arrangements 
are made for trying the two alleged Libyans in a neutral 
country? 


Daily Urges Steps for Release of Abducted PRC 
Engineers 


BK1811103793 Rawalpindi JANG in Urdu 
18 Nov 93 p 3 


[Editorial: ‘** The Question of the Recovery of Chinese 
Engineers”’} 


[Text] According to a press report, (Mulla Rakai), the 
notorious and proclaimed offender who abducted the 
Chinese engineers from near the Balochistan border and 
took them into Afghanistan, has been arrested by Afghan 
Hezb-e Eslami Commander Aminollah who will hand 
the criminal to the Pakistani Government in the next few 
days. About five months have elapsed since the abduc- 
tion of the Chinese engineers, but they have not been 
freed. The previous government took some steps in this 
regard in the beginning, but later, it did not pay adequate 
attention to the issue, which has resulted in the pro- 
longed captivity of the abducted engineers. 


In view of its excellent brotherly and friendly relations 
with Pakistan, the Chinese government has adopted a 
highly commendable attitude in this regard and has not 
tried to create any difficulty for Islamabad, but Beijing's 
concern over this issue cannot be overlooked. Now that 
the criminal and his accomplices involved in the kidnap- 
ping of the Chinese engineers have been arrested, the 
Government of Pakistan, particularly Prime Minister 
Benazir Bhutto, should take a personal interest in this 
matter and take steps to have the Chinese engineers 
freed. If these engineers can be freed before the prime 
minister's upcoming visit to China, then it would be very 
helpful in further strengthening reiations between the 
two brotherly countries. 


Foreign Minister Vows To End Country’s 
Isolation 


BK1511141393 Islamabad THE MUSLIM in English 
18 Nov 93 pp 1, 9 


[Text] Islamabad, Nov 17—Foreign Minister Assef 
Ahmad Ali said on Wednesday the “foreign policy of the 
present government [passage illegible] 


The foreign minister was talking to newsmen at Foreign 
Office. [passage illegible] government would make 
urgent efforts to break Pakistan’s isolation in the inter- 
national relations and would project its image as a 
democratic, multiparty and a progressive [passage 
illegible] 


He said every Muslim was a “fundamentalist” as he 
believed in tenets of Islam. However, he said that the 
military and dogmatism has been contained in Pakistan“ 
as compared to other countries in the region. 
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The foreign policy of the country, he said, would be 
tuned up under the dynamic leadership of Prime 
Minister Benazir Bhutto who enjoyed a command on 
foreign affairs. 


Assef Ahmad Ali said Pakistan was ready to have dia- 
logue with India for a peaceful settlement of the Kashmir 
issue but hoped India would make other gestures like 
lifting siege of Hazratbal shrine to create a favourable 
atmosphere for talks. 


Pakistan, he said, was looking forward to some friendly 
country like US helping to resolve the Kashmir dispute 
in accordance with the UN resolution. 


He said categorically Pakistan did not want to make 
nuclear weapons as its nuclear programme was peaceful. 
He said Pakistan had a “declared policy that it does not 
wish to fabricate nuclear weapons.” 


The foreign minister said government would follow a 
bipartisan approach and would like to take the Opposi- 
tion along with it on foreign policy issues as those were 
the national issues. He said special efforts would be 
made to achieve the same level of warmth in relations 
with many friendly countries which had begun to cool off 
during previous years. 


On the country’s isolation in international affairs, he 
said his perception was that Pakistan’s relations rela- 
tions with China, Iran, Gulf countries and Europe began 
to chill in the previous years. He said India was able to 
make some inroads in some countries which had special 
relations with Pakistan 


He said Pakistan did not grudge India having good 
relations with any country but would work for enhancing 
its relations with other countries. 


Pakistan, he said, would like to further improve relations 
with USA and its help would be welcomed to settle the 
Kashmir dispute through peaceful means. He said Paki- 
stan had special relationship with China and would not 
like to lose its warmth. 


The prime minister’s scheduled visit to China, he said, 
manifested the significance Pakistan attached to its ties 
with that country. 


The relations with the Russian Federation would be 
improved, he said. Sardar Assef said he was the last 
minister to have visited the Russian Federation as after- 
wards none was sent there. 


The foreign minister said Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto 
was keen to establish good relations with all the members 
of Economic Cooperation Organisation. He said Paki- 
stan had to get a great deal by strenghtening its ties with 
the Central Asian states. 


He said as he had also visited these states in the past so 
he would like to pick up a thread for further promotion 
of Pakistan relations with these countries. 
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Sardar Assef responding to allegations hurled by the 
Opposition made it clear that he had never stated what 
had been attributed to him. He said it was the gross and 
deliberate distortion of his statement just to malign and 
carry out his character assassination. 


He said he had simply expressed his concern regarding 
the (Arab) militants who were around Peshawar at that 
time and wanted the then government to take appro- 
priate steps on this count. 


The foreign minister told the newsmen that he had taken 
the case of allegations levelled against him by a former 
Prime Minister to the Lahore High Court. He said the 
court had sent a notice to PML (N) [Pakistan Muslim 
League -(Nawaz Group)] chief three months back to 
present evidence if any before the court. He said they 
even did not receive the notice. 


He said he had no rancour against any one including the 
former prime minister. He said he would continue to 
work in the best interest of the country. 


Editorial Views Foreign Policy Agenda 


BK1911115593 Islamabad THE NATION 
in English 19 Nov 93 p 6 


[Editorial: “Foreign Policy Agenda”’] 


[Text] In his first official appearance at the Foreign 
Office, the newly-appointed Foreign Minister Sardar 
Assef Ahmad Ali has acknowledged that there will be no 
major change in the country’s foreign policy. ““We will be 
fine-tuning some of the aspects of foreign policy rather 
than making any major deviations,” he said. He, how- 
ever, underlined the need to break the country’s isolation 
by “warming up” its global relations, and vowed to take 
it up as the government’s top priority. Ironically, foreign 
policy has always been an issue of contention between 
the government and the Opposition, an area in which the 
ruling party is prone to making claims of “‘great suc- 
cesses”, and the Opposition pronouncing its “abject 
failure’. Now we have been told by no less a person than 
the foreign minister himself, that there was no need for 
restructuring the foreign policy pursued by the previous 
government. Nevertheless, the Opposition, true to its 
historic character, has lashed out at what it calls attempts 
to undermine the national identity and barter away the 
national interest. Even the appointment of Sardar Assef 
as foreign minister has come under fire, who has been 
termed as an “anti-national” unfit to hold any ministe- 
rial position. Sardar Assef had landed himself in trouble 
last April following his controversial remarks regarding 
Nawaz Sharif’s government’s so-called “terrorist connec- 
tion”. He has also been at loggerheads with religious 
parties on account of his outspoken critique of “‘funda- 
mentalist” perceptions of economy and politics. None- 
theless, he was at one time a minister in the Nawaz 
Shariff government and was singled out for censure only 
after he had deserted the ruling party to join hands with 
Chattha League. 
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In the wake of the categorical assurance by Prime Min- 
ister Benazir Bhutto that there will be no compromise on 
issues of national consensus, such as Kashmir and the 
nuclear programme, the PML (N)’s [Pakistan Muslim 
League (Nawaz)] tirade against foreign policy seems 
rather ill-timed, if not entirely misplaced. And if Sardar 
Assef has been the cause of provocation, it is pertinent to 
point out that the foreign minister is only the carrier and 
not the formualator of the policy. It is perhaps time to 
outgrow the bitterness of the electoral battle and give a 
serious thought to evolving a bi-partisan approach to 
foreign policy. If public pronouncements are any indica- 
tion the government is quite willing to seek consensus on 
foreign policy issues and take the Opposition into con- 
fidence while setting its foreign relations agenda. There 
may be a difference on accent, but apparently not in 
principle in foreign affairs. However, given the legacy of 
constant confrontation, it may be necessary for the 
government to make a concrete gesture of goodwill 
towards the Opposition, such as the Nawaz Sharif gov- 
ernment had done by naming Benazir Bhutto as the 
chairperson of the Foreign Relations Committee, to 
dispel its apprehensions of arbitrary functioning. Mean- 
while, no one should have any dispute with the foreign 
minister if he he wishes to project Pakistan abroad as a 
“democratic, peace-loving and progressive country”. 


Paper Views Foreign Policy Priorities of New 
Government 


BK2111134693 Islamabad PAKISTAN in Urdu 
21 Nov 93 p 10 


[Editorial: “National Interest Will Be the Basis of For- 
eign Policy”] 


[Text] Referring to the priorities of the government on 
foreign policy, Federal Minister for Foreign Affairs 
Sardar Asif Ahmad Ali said no basic change would be 
effected in the country’s foreign policy and relations 
would be promoted with traditionally friendly countries, 
especially Iran, Saudi Arabia, China, and the Gulf coun- 
tries. In this context, the fact will be borne in mind that 
they are Pakistan’s trustworthy friends and have been 
helpful to it at every hour of trial. Without compro- 
mising on its principles, Pakistan wants to have cordial 
relations with the United States. In the same way, it 
wants to promote ties with the former Soviet Union as 
well. Pakistan will improve ties with the republics of the 
erstwhile Soviet Union on a mutually beneficial basis. 


Pakistan has had a feeling of aloofness in the interna- 
tional arena for the past few years. It seemed as though 
its former allies and traditional friends had even started 
exhibiting lukewarmness in their relations and had dis- 
tanced themselves on some issues. Now, there is a 
determination to change that trend and a strategy is 
being adopted to enable Pakistan to play an effective and 
active role among the comity of nations. Although the 
foreign minister described the lifting of the siege of 
Hazratbal Shrine as a headway, he said that the Indian 
Government should eliminate tension in the Kashmir 
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valley so as to create a healthy atmosphere. Pakistan 
believes in a peaceful resolution of the Kashmir issue 
and is ready to hold talks with India. However, it 
remains to be seen what stand India will adopt in this 
context. Talks will prove meaningful only when they are 
held in the light of the Simla agreement and the UN 
Resolutions. 


Pakistan is against terrorism and is ready to participate 
in any campaign to eradicate it. He described as totally 
baseless the opposition charges against him that he made 
some statements in favor of terrorism and against the 
country. He said he was quoted out of context and is a 
victim of character assassination. However, he said, he 
does not have any animosity against anybody. He said 
Pakistan is the only peaceful country in the region and is 
a progress-loving modern nation. Its nuclear program is 
for peaceful purposes only, to which nobody should have 
any objection. 


The United States is the only superpower in the world. If 
it can help find a solution to the Kashmir issue in 
accordance with the UN resolutions, it will be welcome. 
As far as fundamentalism is concerned, every Muslim, 
who believes in Islamic teachings and principles, is a 
fundamentalist. Based on the salient features of Paki- 
stan’s foreign policy submitted by the foreign minister, it 
can be said that Pakistan will continue to make construc- 
tive efforts to establish and promote mutually beneficial 
relations with China; the Central Asian Republics; and 
its old allies Iran, Saudi Arabia, and the Gulf states; as 
well as developed countries; which will definitely prove 
beneficial. 


Columnist Views Western Plots Against Libya, 
Islamic World 


BK2811135993 Islamabad KHABRAIN in Urdu 
24 Nov 93 p I1 


[From the “Islamic World” Column by Dr. Zahoor 
Ahmad Azhar: “Is Libya’s Destruction Planned After 
Iraq’s?”’} 


[Text] It is not only my assertion but also a truth that 
Islam offers a single successful solution to all problems of 
humanity, but the vested interests of the world, espe- 
cially the Zionists and the Christians, think that it is only 
the Muslims who are responsible for all the problems 
facing the world today. Therefore, these vested interests 
have not only created numerous difficulties and prob- 
lems for the Muslims in the every nook and corner of the 
world, but are also making relentless efforts to prove that 
the Muslims are the root cause of all the world’s prob- 
lems and difficulties. 


The vested interests cannot tolerate peace and tranquil- 
lity in the Islamic world and the work done for the 
progress and prosperity of the Islamic countries. When- 
ever any Islamic country endeavors to strengthen its 
economic and political situation through constructive 
efforts or any Muslim leader raises his head high, then all 
tricks are brought into play to crush and destroy him. So 
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long as such leaders remain in a position to serve the 
interests of vested interests, they get reprieve; but when 
they become useless for the latter, they are removed. The 
examples of Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto, Shah Fay- 
sal, and General Ziaul Haq are in front of us. 


Bloodshed has been going on in Palestine, Bosnia, and 
Kashmir for the past several years and the oppressors 
have broken all records of inhuman behavior. The so- 
called champions of peace and justice cannot see these 
things, but they appeared to be as restless as a fish 
without water when it came to intervene in the Iraq- 
Kuwait conflict. Is there any country in the world in 
whose capital conspiracies against others are not hatched 
or where big criminals of humanity are not hiding? Are 
conspiracies not being hatched in Washington, Tel Aviv, 
and, for that matter, New Delhi and London? Have not 
major criminals taken refuge in these capitals? Then why 
is it that these capitals are not bombed or sanctions are 
not enforced against them? Why was only al-Qadhdhafi’s 
palace bombed? Why is destruction the fate of Iraq and 
Libya only? 


Iraq’s actual crime was that it had become very strong 
militarily and even Israel and the United States had 
started to realize its dangers. A need had, therefore, 
arisen to trap an ‘“‘astute”’ leader like Saddam Husayn; 
and that task was accomplished with great ease. 


Libya’s actual crime ts that its leader is not only fearless 
and bold but also a planner and builder. Even the United 
States is not as economically strong as Libya is today. 
The irrigation system constructed by al-Qadhdhafi for 
Libya can be counted as one of the wonders of the world 
and the Islamic world should be proud of this. The oil 
production, together with the agricultural revolution, has 
made Libya economically strong and al-Qadhdhafi 
wants to bring Libya on par with the West militarily as 
well. How can the Zionist and the Christian vested 
interests tolerate all these things? Therefore, previously, 
al-Qadhdhafi’s palace was bombed on the pretext of his 
involvement in subversive activities and now plans are 
afoot to totally destroy Libya by accusing al-Qadhdhafi 
of harboring two criminals. 


Lately, the efforts to destroy Libya have been intensified. 
Attempts have been made to disrupt law and order and 
to remove al- Qadhdhafi through a military revolution; 
and conspiracies are being hatched against him at the 
international level. The UN Security Council has now 
become a handmaiden of the contractors of the world 
and the UN secretary general has in fact turned into a 
private secretary of these contractors. What is more 
intriguing is that the Algerian rulers, who are not ready 
to hand over power to the elected representatives of their 
own country, are harboring democratic forces working 
against the Libyan autocrat. This effort is a part of the 
conspiracies that have been hatched to make Muslim 
countries and leaders fight among themselves. Al- 
Qadhdhafi has, for a long time, been trying to unite 
Algeria, Morocco, Tunisia, Mauritania, and Libya into a 
confederation. The aforementioned conspiracies will not 
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only create a conflict between Algeria and Libya but will 
also help pave the ground for global action against Libya 
with the help of the so-called democratic forces. 


The efforts to slap international sanctions against Libya 
are in fact an attempt to blackmail the Islamic world. 
Usually, the agents of the Zionist and the Christian 
vested interests intimidate and blackmail Muslim 
leaders covertly and suppress every voice and crush 
every hand that rises against them; but the leaders, who 
refuse to comply with those covert warnings [preceding 
word in English], are either eliminated through accidents 
and/or attempts are made to destroy them by creating an 
international atmosphere against them. 


There has been no reaction from Pakistan against the 
talk of fresh sanctions against Libya. The Middle East 
and the Islamic Conference Organization have voiced 
their reactions but they, too, have been muted and 
low-key. An effective voice needs to be raised against 
these sanctions not only in Pakistan but in the entire 
Muslim world, because the so- alled champions of the 
international order intend to eliminate the entire Islamic 
world by entwining it in its own problems and isolating 
it at the global level. The Muslims, as a matter of 
principle, must join the conflict involving every Islamic 
country, even if they are embroiled in their own local 
discords, so that a major tumult [hashr] may be created, 
in which the Muslims may not, necessarily, be the only 
losers. The vested interests may also come under the 
shadow of death and the tide of war may be completely 
turned against them. 


Editorial Views Regional Nuclear Issues, U.S. 
Stand 


BK2611130793 Peshawar THE FRONTIER POST 
in English 26 Nov 93 p 10 


(Editorial: “U.S. and N. Issues of South Asia”) 


[Text] The worldnet discussion held on Wednesday at 
Islamabad had Pakistan, India and the United States 
putting forward their points of view on nuclear prolifer- 
ation in South Asia. Washington said Pakistan had done 
well to freeze its programme, but should move forward 
to rolling it back. Since both India and Pakistan were not 
agreeing to the U.S. position, they were being targeted; 
Pakistan was not getting anything apart from humani- 
tarian exports from the U.S.; India’s nuclear establish- 
ment was under U.S. embargo for developing a delivery 
system. The U.S. was not prepared to link Pakistan’s 
roll-back with the resolution of the Kashmir issue. It 
thought South Asia was dangerously exposed to prolifer- 
ation because of the nature of Indo-Pak relations; they 
should sign the NPT [Nonproliferation Treaty] and join 
the U.S. in helping impose a complete test-ban regime on 
the world. The U.S. supported Indo-Pak bilateral dia- 
logue but would also favour a multilateral approach, 
drawing China and Kazakhstan into the discussion. 
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Pakistan has a better position than India on the subject 
of proliferation in South Asia. It is basically non- 
proliferationist and is in favour of NPT. India, on the 
other hand, links its programme to the big nuclear 
powers and would not sign the NPT. But it is Pakistan 
which is under greater pressure than India because of the 
Pressler Amendment, which bans all U.S. exports except 
humanitarian to Pakistan. While it is true that the U.S. 
treats India the same way, it would be better if the 
amendment was removed and South Asia as a whole 
treated in an even-handed manner. Pakistan wants to 
discuss the issue with India, but, since India links its 
programme outside the region, Pakistan is willing to join 
discussion at a multilatral forum. This forum is sup- 
ported by the nuclear powers, including the U.S., but 
India doesn’t want to attend. The U.S. must, therefore, 
put pressure on India to align its position with that of 
Pakistan so that a multilateral agreement on South Asia’s 
nuclear risks can then be taken to the NPT conference in 
1995. The US. is unwilling to talk about nuclear guar- 
antees to states willing to denuclearise unilaterally. Per- 
haps, it is possible to provide some kind of multilateral 
guarantee within an amended NPT. Meanwhile, the U.S. 
must pay heed to the public opinion Pakistani leaders 
have to cope with. The bomb is beyond science and the 
scared masses relate to it in the same manner as they 
relate to religion. In Pakistan, at least, the bomb is not an 
offensive device but a ‘deus ex machina’ which will save 
us from India even though we don’t have the conven- 
tional strength to fight it. 


Editorial Calls U.S. South Asian Policy 
‘Even-Handed’ 


BK2811142893 Islamabad PAKISTAN in Urdu 
27 Nov 93 p 10 


[Editorial: “American Persistence With Pakistan and 
India’’] 


[Text] Answering questions in Washington from intel- 
lectuals from Islamabad and New Delhi via a commu- 
nications satellite, the U.S. under secretary of state has 
said that the United States is asking not only Pakistan 
but India as well to roll back their nuclear programs. Ii 
will also oppose French supplies for the nuclear repro- 
cessing plant to Pakistan. The United States does not 
want the onset of reprocessing business in the subcon- 
tinent. It wants to give the international nuclear test 
ban treaty a final shape by 1996. Its objectives include 
banning the manufacture of nuclear materials and 
imposing restrictions on chemical weapons by 1995. 
The United States also has been giving attention to 
security issues at the regional level. India and Pakistan 
have been asked to hold talks on issues concerning 
regional security. If Pakistan takes solid measures, it 
may get the enforcement of the Pressler Amendment 
waived. The U:S. policy on South Asia is even-handed. 
Pakistan believes that the Pressler Amendment is 
one -sided and prejudicial and its only aim is to deprive 
Pakistan of economic and military assistance by dis- 
torting its peaceful nuclear program. 
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Meanwhile, speaking to the ASSOCIATED PRESS, 
Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto has asked the United 
States to revise its wrong policies on Pakistan. She also 
said that the U.S. attitude toward Pakistan’s nuclear 
program is unjust and it should review the Pressler 
Amendment in order to establish good relations with 
Pakistan. 


Regional Affairs 


Paper Notes India’s Missile Production, Urges 
Check 


BK2110132693 Islamabad PAKISTAN in Urdu 
20 Oct 93 p 10 


[Editorial: “Production of Ballistic Missiles in India’’] 


[Text] The U.S. intelligence agency, CIA, has presented a 
report to the U.S. Senate saying that India is manufac- 
turing long-range ballistic missiles. There is no doubt 
that it has also acquired the expertise in making atom 
bombs and using it. India’s Prithvi missile is capable of 
carrying a 1,000-kg payload a distance of 150 kms. India 
also has missiles capable of carrying a 500-kg warhead up 
to ranges of 250 kms and 500 kms. India is also capable 
of transforming these missiles into intercontinental bal- 
listic missiles. The CIA revelation is nothing new. The 
whole world knows that India is not only engaged in 
manufacturing the nuclear weapon, but missiles to carry 
them as well. 


Of course, the revelation that India has deployed its 
missiles on Pakistan’s western frontiers is a matter of 
concern for Pakistan. India’s military preparedness is 
directed against Pakistan. There is no apparent justifica- 
tion for this preparedness, nor is there any justification 
for the deployment of the missiles. Given the present 
situation, the deployment of missiles seems aimed at 
serving only one objective: to create a false impression in 
Pakistan and among the people of the Indian-occupied 
Kashmir about India’s military might. 


India’s military preparedness threatens the peace and 
security of the entire region. A mechanism should be 
evolved to stop India from amassing arms. The United 
Nations should take up this responsibility and ask India 
in categorical terms to abandon the manufacturing and 
amassing of weapons and to work together with smaller 
regional countries for the cause of peace and security. 


Paper Condemns Indian Expulsion of 4 Diplomats 


BK2010093193 Islamabad THE PAKISTAN TIMES 
in English 20 Oct 93 p 6 


[Editorial: “An Affront to Diplomatic Norms”’] 


[Text] That India pays scant regard to the Vienna 
Convention on the conduct and treatment of diplomatic 
stafi has been proved more than once. Its track record in 
respect of members of Pakistan High Commission has 
been singularly dismal. In the latest instance of the sort, 
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New Delhi has expelled four Pakistani diplomats on the 
frivolous and baseless charge of spying. There have been 
several incidents in the past in which Indian security 
agencies resorted to the worst kind of terrorisation and 
intimidation against innocent staff members of the Paki- 
stan High Commission. In December last, an official of 
the High Commission was abducted and ruthlessly mal- 
treated by the Indian police in New Delhi. Prior to that 
as many as seven instances of similar highhandedness 
and brutalisation had occurred. 


The expulsion of four Pakistani diplomats has almost 
coincided with the storming of Hazratbal Complex, the 
Kashmiri Muslims’ holiest shrine, by Indian troops. As 
such, it has further accentuated the tension triggered by 
the act of extreme sacrilege against the shrine. This 
clearly tends to create a state of confrontation between 
Pakistan and India and seriously undermines the pros- 
pects of normalised relations between the two countries. 
Pakistan has rightly condemned the wanton assault on 
the holy shrine and the Organisation of Islamic countries 
(OIC) has demanded an end to the siege laid around it by 
the Indian security forces. As many as 23 persons have 
been reported killed in the raid on Hazratbal Complex. 
This is bound to further strengthen the Kashmiris’ 
resolve to continue their heroic struggle for self- 
determination. Meanwhile, there have been widespread 
public rallies in Pakistan against the outrageous desecra- 
tion of the holy shrine. Indian Prime Minister 
Narasimha Rao recently stated that ties with the new 
elected government in Pakistan would improve. Both 
Ms. Benazir Bhutto and !viian Nawaz Sharif had recip- 
rocated the optimism during their election campaigns. 
But the latest operation of the Indian forces in Kashmir 
and the arbiirary expulsion of Pakistani diplomats have 
belied the hope of rapprochement and understanding 
between the two countries and generated unnecessary 
tension and friction between them. If India is at all 
sincere about normalisation of relations with Pakistan, it 
must withdraw its troops unconditionally from the 
Hazratbal Complex, refrain from acts of hostility like the 
expulsion of diplomats and start a meaningful dialogue 
with Pakistan for resolving the Kashmir dispute in 
accordance with the free will of the Kashmiri people. 
This is the only way for India to get out of the mess of its 
own making. 


Editorial Accuses India of Terrorism in Sindh 


BK2510110993 Islamabad THE NEWS in English 
25 Oct 93 p 11 


[Editorial: “RAW’s Activities in Sindh”] 


[Text] Since 1947, India has continuously been following 
expansionist policies and striving hard to realise its 
hegemonic designs in the region. The track record of 
India’s naked aggression against her weaker neighbours 
under various unreasonable pretexts is quite bleak and 
alarming. On the eve of her independence in 1947 she 
usurped Kashmir under the false pretext of the Maha- 
rajas’ letter of Accession a spurious and entirely bogus 
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document by any definition. By completely disowning all 
responsibility for the principles of independence as 
enshrined in the 3 June plan, India annexed Hyderabad, 
Junagadh and Manawadar by military intervention in 
1948. In 1960 she took the possession of Goa, Deman 
and Diu by naked aggression through the use of the 
military instrument. 


There is no doubt that Pakistan now figures prominently 
as a major RAW target. In Pakistan RAW [Research and 
Analysis Wing (Intelligence Agency)] has specially tar- 
geted “Sindh” to exploit the weaknesses in the internal 
dynamics of Pakistan. RAW is therefore actively 
engaged in fomenting trouble by infiltrating trained 
terrorists into the province of Sindh from across the 
border. The modus operandi of RAW is that Sindhi 
dissidents are picked up and then sent to India for 
imparting training in terrorist and sabotage activities. 
Having completed their training of four to six weeks 
duration in India they are sent back to Pakistan for 
carrying out terrorist activities. These trained terrorists 
either provide direct backup to the political extremists or 
operate in collaboration with dacoits, kidnappers and 
ransom-seekers. They also promote parochialism and 
escalate ethnic strife in active collusion with extremist 
and anti-Pakistan political elements. Quite recently a 
number of RAW trained terrorists were apprehended 
and interrogated by the Pakistani law enforcing agencies. 
These interrogations revealed that RAW is running at 
least 40 training camps for the terrorist training at 
Rajisthan, Gujerat, East Punjab, IHK [Indian-held 
Kashmir], UP [Uttar Pradesh] and certain other places. 


Editorial Views Indian ‘Strategic’ Military Moves 


BK2810135993 Lahore PAKISTAN in Urdu 
27 Oct 93 p 4 


[ Editorial: “Who Are India’s War Preparations Targeted 
Against?”’] 


[Text] India has made some strategic military moves 
since the desecration of the Hazratbal Shrine and the 
massacre of freedom fighters in occupied Kashmir. The 
steps indicate the possibility of war. India has suspended 
leave for its military personnel; made attendance com- 
pulsory for troops deployed at the border and in Kash- 
mir; further increased the number of troops in Srinagar, 
already over 32,000; fully alerted the air force; dis- 
patched two squadrons of fighter planes to Pathankot; 
transferred Mi [Mil] military helicopters from Jammu to 
Srinagar, which can be used against the besieged freedom 
fighters in the Hazratbal Shrine; intensified military 
patrols on the Line of Control; and dispatched Prithvi 
missiles to Punjab. These steps may have been taken to 
intimidate the Kashmiri freedom fighters, or they may 
be part of war preparations directed against Pakistan. 
Either could be correct. 


As far as Pakistan is concerned, it is not going to give any 
importance to these Indian steps, nor is it going to be 


JPRS-NEA-93-114 
9 December 1993 


browbeaten by India. Pakistan is fully capable of effec- 
tively defending every inch of its soil. Not only its armed 
forces, but its entire 120 million people are always alert 
and prepared to defend the country’s territorial integrity, 
independence, and sovereignty. On the other hand, the 
Kashmiri freedom fighters and the unarmed people of 
Indian-occupied Kashmir have explicitly demonstrated 
their resolve to escape the clutches of Indian occupation. 
Their courage and valor in resisting the Indian forces at 
the Hazratbal Shrine have dampened the morale of the 
Indian rulers and given them convulsions. Baffled and 
confused by this show of valor, India has embarked on 
these widespread military preparations. 


The whole world is asking India to end its oppression 
and tyranny in occupied Kashmir; to grant Kashmiris 
their right to self-determination through a free plebi- 
scite, as stipulated in the UN Security Council resolu- 
tions; and to engage in bilateral talks with Pakistan to 
seek a peaceful solution to the Kashmir issue. But 
power-hungry India is not willing to heed any of these 
sensible suggestions. Probably, as a last resort, it has by 
now launched a widespread military operation against 
the Kashmiris. The world community should note 
India’s despicable designs and take the appropriate 
steps to restrain India from engaging in any fresh 
anti-Kashmiri operations. 


India itself achieved independence from the British in 
1947, and it must be aware of the spirit of the freedom 
fighters. It should respect that spirit and restore the 
Kashmiris’ right of self-determination. By doing so, it 
will feel satisfied and will save millions of people in this 
region from the calamity of an Indian military operation. 
Pakistan supports the Kashmiri struggle. It will continue 
to raise its voice at every international forum in favor of 
restoring their right to self-determination and against 
Indian atrocities. Pakistan enjoys the endorsement and 
support of the world community; India does not. 


Article Views ‘Nuclear Race’ on Subcontinent 


BK2311092593 Islamabad THE NEWS in English 
23 Nov 93 p 7 


{Article by Kamal Matinuddin: “Nuclear Deterrence in 
South Asia”’] 


[Text] The ongoing freedom movement in Indian Held 
Kashmir and the bellicose statements made by Indian 
leaders and some Pakistani politicians have raised 
serious concerns among several Western nations about 
the possibility of war between India and Pakistan 
escalating into a nuclear conflict. Consequently, a host 
of foreign dignitaries have been descending on Islam- 
abad to press home the need for exercising greater 
restraint in this matter. 


Both John Mallot and Ms Robin Raphel have stated that 
the United States would like Pakistan to cap, roll back 
and eventually eliminate its alleged nuclear weapons 
capability. National authorities in Pakistan have justifi- 
ably shown their determination not to accept such 








JPRS-NEA-93-114 
9 December 1993 


demands unless India also agrees to make South 
Asia a nuclear free zone. Any unilateral acceptance 
of US demands could see the demise of even an elected 
government in Pakistan. The security of the country 
cannot be jeopardised because of other people’s worries 
unless they are seen to be equally applicable to both 
adversaries. 


Pakistan is a very late starter in the nuclear race in the 
subcontinent. Focus must be kept on the country 
which began the search for nuclear self-sufficiency 
much earlier. 


The Indian leadership, even before the independence of 
India from British rule, had realised the significance of 
the energy released by the splitting of the atom. It was in 
1946 that Jawahar Lal Nehru stated in a speech at 
Bombay: “I hope Indian scientists will use the atomic 
force for constructive purposes.”’ They did not! Dr Hanri 
Bhara fulfilled Nehru’s dreams but could not restrict his 
newly-acquired technology to peaceful uses only. 


The Pokran explosion in the Rajasthan desert on May 
18, 1974 became the harbinger of a nuclear arms race in 
the subcontinent. Nobody believed Mrs Gandhi when 
she said after the explosion: “There are no political or 
foreign policy implications of this test and India remains 
committed to setting its differences with Pakistan 
through bi-lateral negotiations.” 


Prime Minister Bhutto was, of course, livid when he 
learnt about India’s nuclear explosion so close to Paki- 
stan’s borders. He reacted by saying “Given the brutal 
fact of yesterday’s explosion, Pakistan cannot be 
expected to confine itself to mere technicalities and 
protocol.”’ Pakistan according to him would be prepared 
to eat grass but would not hesitate in providing a suitable 
answer and fight for a thousand years to prevent Indian 
hegemony over Pakistan (emphasis added). 


Dr A.Q. Khan had allegedly achieved what Zulfigar Ali 
Bhutto had in mind and what the leaders and the citizens 
had expected from him. 


The present nature of the nuclear environment in the 
subcontinent is that India possesses 6 research reactors, 
9 power reactors, 4 heavy water plants and 3 re- 
processing plants. All of them barring 3 are outside IAEA 
[International Atomic Energy Agency] safeguards. It is 
generally accepted that India has enough fissionable 
material to produce 50 to 60 nuclear warheads. Leonard 
Spector, a prolific writer on nuclear proliferation, is 
certain that both India and Pakistan possess nuclear 
weapons. Yuvgeny Primakov of Russia believes that 
India is a full fledged nuclear power and that Pakistan 
possesses 4 to 7 nuclear devices. James Woolsey, director 
of the CIA, contends that both India and Pakistan can 
assemble nuclear weapons at short notice. 


In missile technology, which provides the delivery 
system of the nuclear weapons, the Indians are far ahead 
of Pakistan. Prithvi, with a range of 250 km and a pay 
load of 1,000 kg has been given to units of Indian’s 
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Western Command. The longer range Agni is an inter- 
mediate range ballistic missile which can reach for 
beyond 2,500 km. Pakistan’s Hatf I and Hatf Il are still 
in the trial stage. 


It is because both countries have acquired the ability to 
go nuclear at will that the nuclear deterrent theory is 
gaining supporters in the subcontinent. On both sides of 
the Great Divide there are politicians, intellectuals and 
retired military officers who believe that the nuclear 
deterrent will prevent war in South Asia. 


As far as Pakistani analysts are concerned they base their 
premise on the following assumptions: (1) India will not 
be prepared to accept the damage that Pakistan’s nuclear 
capability can cause on their population centres or 
economic targets; (2) That there will be no nuclear war in 
the subcontinent even though both India and Pakistan 
possess nuclear weapons a la Europe during the Cold 
War; (3) That because of the threat of a nuclear confron- 
tation, conventional war between the two hostile neigh- 
bours will also not take place; (4) India will not have the 
ability, either independently or with the assistance of its 
friends, to destroy Pakistan’s nascent nuclear facilities or 
its nuclear war capability before being used; (5) There 
would be no nuclear arms race in the subcontinent and a 
stable nuclear position would prevail; (6) conventional 
forces could be reduced as the absolute weapon could 
take care of the security concerns; and (7) the nuclear 
peril and the balance of terror would not create an 
atmosphere of fear and uncertainty in the minds of the 
people who would become hostage to nuclear weapons. 


Those who are not in favour of a nuclear deterrence in 
the subcontinent argue that unacceptable damage is a 
relative term. What is unacceptable to one nation could 
be acceptable to another. America lost 16 of its citizens 
in Somalia and President Clinton has announced the 
withdrawal of all United States forces from Somalia by 
March next year. Pakistan has sacrificed more than 30 of 
its brave soldiers but is quite willing to continue with its 
commitment with the United Nations. The Indians are 
suffering innumerable casualties in Indian Held 
Kashmir but they are determined to hold on to the 
ravaged territory even if it leads to war. 


People like L.K. Advani and Hindu militants would not 
worry about civilian casualties in Bombay or Delhi if the 
armed forces can assure them of the fulfillment of their 
dream of an Akhand Bharat in a nuclear engagement. 
Being a very large country with considerable depth and a 
population touching 900 million unacceptable damage 
on which the theory of nuclear deterrence rests may not 
have the same meaning as in the minds of the pro-bomb 
lobby in Pakistan. 


The second assumption, which is a corollary of the first, 
may not be very valid in the context of the adversarial 
relationship between India and Pakistan. Although 
many strategic analysts do not accept that the developing 
countries are less responsible than the industrialised 
nations Indian and Pakistani leaders do come under 
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extreme domestic pressure by their emotionally charged 
citizens. As some one has said “hot heads and hot 
weapons are a dangerous mix.” 


The third assumption that a nuclear deterrence would 
prevent even conventional war is not borne out facts. In 
spite of USA and USSR possessing nuclear weapons they 
have been engaged directly in conflicts which hurt their 
national interests. Korea, Suez, Eastern Europe, 
Vietnam, several African countries, the Cuban missile 
crisis, Afghanistan, to name only a few, were fought 
despite the fact that thousands of nuclear weapons were 
available with the rival pewer. 


As regards the defence of the nuclear installations against 
the enemy’s first strike I am sure that necessary ‘neasures 
against surprise attacks have been taken and that Paki- 
stan would have the ability to retaliate in kind. 


It will be fair to assume that a when countries have a 
hostile relationship, the level of arms they have in their 
arsenals keeps rising. We have seen the size of the armies 
of India and Pakistan grow steadily. Their defence 
expenditures increase yearly. So it will be with nuclear 
weapons. It was nuclear parity that prevented a war in 
Europe. Neither of the two superpowers allowed nuclear 
superiority to be attained by either of them. A weakness 
in one area of the nuclear deterrence was equalised by 
strength in another. Indian nuclear stockpile will rise due 
to its ambition of being a regional superpower. Pakistan 
will have to ensure that it is not left too far behind. The 
nuclear race will thus continue. 


A nuclear regime does not only mean the possession of 
weapons. These weapons have to be stored, maintained. 
tested, upgraded and quantitatively increased. Delivery 
systems have to be made available which are guided, 
accurate and have the reach to destroy military, political 
or economic targets. A missile race will also remain a 
compulsion for nuclear weapons states. 


The nope that it would be more economical to produce 
a nuclear deterrent as conventional force can be reduce 
because of the possession of the absolute weapon ts not 
justified. The atomic bomb is a weapon of last resort. It 
is used when it becomes absolutely essential to avert 
disaster. The initial battle will have to be fought with 
conventional forces. Since our major cities, lines of 
communications and other vital areas are very close to 
the border, our armed forces have to remain strong 
enough to withstand one or two major attacks and a 
number of subsidiary ones by our hostile neighbour. I, 
therefore, do not visualise a reduction in the size of our 
armed forces, unless the Indians also do so, in a nuclear 
environment. 


A United Nations report prepared in 1967 worked out 
the cost of having credible nuclear deterrence including 
10 to 15 bombers, 20 to 80 nuclear war heads and a 
thousand intermediate range missiles as $5,600 million. 
That was in 1967. It would be more than ten times that 
figure at current prices. 
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A nation can and should never lower its guard specially 
when a more powerful adversary with hegemonic designs 
is its neighbour. Deterrence is, therefore, absoluteiy 
essential but at bearable cost. Both India and Pakistan 
must learn a lesson from the Soviet Union which disin- 
tegrated because it could not meet the basic needs of its 
citizens. It broke apart under the weight of its own 
nuclear weapons. 


There can ve four scenarios in the sub-continent: (1) A 
nuclear monopoly by India, which cannot be accepted; 
(2) nuclear confrontation, which is too dangerous to be 
contemplated: (3) nuclear safe—advocated by some 
Indian analysts which means possessing nuclear weapons 
but agreeing not to use them. Depending on this goodwill 
of one’s enemy is not a very safe proposition; (4) nuclear 
free—seems to be the only sensible solution to the 
problems of our volatile region. 


The United Nations General Assembly had asked its 
Secretary General to explore the possibilities for the 
establishment of a nuclear weapons free zone in South 
Asia. Pakistan since then has put up several proposals 
to India in this regard. Those nations which are inter- 
ested in nuclear non proliferation must put pressure on 
India to enter into serious negotiations with Pakistan 
on the nuclear question. A peaceful settlement of the 
disputed territory of Kashmir will also help as it is said 
that the road to nuclear disarmament in South Asia 
goes through Srinagar. 


Internal Affairs 


Ethnic Tension in Gilgit Region Seen Threat to 
National Security 

Y4AS0054F Karachi BUSINESS RECORDER 

in English 23 Sep 93 p 2 


[Editorial: “Gilgit Frenzy” 


[Text] To a perceptive, knowledgeable mind, it defies all 
reasoning. One is at a loss to fathom as to why a people 
known for their peace-loving ways, an area where prior 
to 1987, just one murder had taken place over a period of 
a hundred-and-fifty years, should now all of a sudden be 
turned into such a simmering cauldron of communal 
frenzy. We are referring to the Northern Areas, Gilgit, 
Hunza. and Baltistan, where, in Gilgit, just two months 
after communal troubles subsided, the specter of vio- 
lence has again raised its monstrous head. Well over 
twenty people have been killed in the latest round of 
troubles which ultimately assumed a communal shape. 


It is a cruel irony that while forty-six years ago we, the 
Muslims of the South Asian subcontinent, sinking all 
sectarian, regional, and ethnic differences, rallied under 
one banner te attain a homeland for ourselves where, 
free from the clutches of the majority community, we 
could live our lives in safety and with honour, since the 
day we achieved independence, we are busy spilling each 
other's blood purely on sectarian basis. It 1s shameful 
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indeed. The worst part of it is that each time such 
deplorable incidents occur, inquiry commissions are 
constituted to look into the matter and “determine the 
guilt” and then that is the end. The report of the inquiry 
commission never sees the light of the day, gathering 
dust in some obscure corner of some decrepit old gov- 
ernment building. 


Since 1987 when the first truckloads of Lashkaris 
invaded the area and set villages on fire in what was the 
first-ever communal riot in the area, this trouble seems 
to have now become an annual feature. The question 
that is sure to strike a perceptive mind is: If the people of 
the area are really all that communally inclined why did 
not such disturbances occur prior to 1987? This should 
set us all thinking. The agency and state status of these 
areas was terminated in 1973 and they were declared 
settled regular districts of Pakistan, like Lahore, Faisal- 
abad, Hyderabad, or Karachi. Yet, it is cruel irony that 
the people of this area do not have the right to vote, have 
no representation in the federal legislature nor is there 
any provincial or area legislature. Despite the area 
having being given the status of regular districts, its 
inhabitants have never been enfranchised. It has further 
been observed that whenever these inhabitants clamour 
for this constitutional right, whenever they are vocal 
about it, a communal riot occurs. Given the sectarian 
orientation of the 1977-88 regime, such an observation 
could be fairly well-founded. 


In fact the affairs of the area have of late been marred by 
gross blunders, total gaffes. Last year, former Prime 
Minister Nawaz, in the most vivid demonstration of 
political idiocy, during one of his purely populist tours of 
the Norihern Areas, “assured” the area inhabitants that 
his government would do its utmost to “completely 
integrate” the area within Pakistan. It is a matter of real 
shame when the head of government of a country is so 
ill-informed. The Northern Areas are absolutely integral 
parts of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan. If that were not 
so, then why would the foreign mountaineering teams 
have to seek the Pakistan government’s permission to 
scale various peaks in the area? If that were not so, why 
then is the area designated Zone E whenever martial law 
is clamped? After all, Azad Kashmir is never designated 
as a martial law zone, the government of AJK [Azad 
Jammu Kashmir] is distinct from that of Pakistan, 
because Azad Kashmir is disputed. It 1s not an adminis- 
trative unit of Pakistan. As such it has separate heads of 
state and government. But, not so with the Northern 
Areas. They are regular districts. How could the govern- 
ment of Pakistan have constructed the Karrakorum 
Highway in the area, if it is not part of Pakistan? That 
certainly is no way of repaying the gratitude of those very 
people who on November |, 1947, fought a many- 
times-larger Indian Army and threw off the Indian yoke. 
announcing their immediate accession to Pakistan. Now, 
we are alienating them in such a ruthless manner. Let us 
not forget that none but our enemies wili derive mighty 
political mileage from our inept handling of the 
Northern Areas’ affairs. India has never been reconciled 
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to the events of November 1947 and claims the area as 
her own. The major rabidly anti-communist powers are 
eyeing the area ostensibly to set up a military presence 
there to contain inroads by communism from China. 
Seeing our stupid handling of the issue, other world 
powers are perhaps capitalising on the events to deflate 
Pakistan’s stand on Kashmir and her moral and political 
suppori to the Kashmiri Mujahideen. How else could 
one explain the mysterious visit of a highly placed US. 
diplomat from Islamabad to the area, a visit followed 
immediately by the current rioting. This could well be an 
attempt to deflate Pakistan’s stand on Kashmir because 
once, God forbid, any part of our territory becomes 
restive, we would have no time to pay attention to the 
Kashmir cause. It would be indirect moral support to our 
enemy. This could well be a diversionary tactic. 


We must not forget that we cannot bend the mainstream 
of world affairs. International rivalries will remain. We 
will continue to have adversaries. They shall continue to 
subvert us. So, what we have to do is to be constantly on 
our guard. We have to be sagacious and far-sighted in 
our approach. Rather than resorting to covert or overt 
confrontation, we have to settle matters in a spirit of 
give-and-take putting aside all our religious, sectarian, or 
ethnic whims, our chauvinism, and respecting the norms 
of justice. If the inhabitants of the area clamour for their 
rights, they must be given them. Let us never forget the 
ignominy of East Pakistan. That was a mighty lesson. 


Arrest of Journalist Protested 
94AS0069C Karachi JANG in Urdu 17 Oct 93 p 3 


[Editorial: “ The Correspondent for JANG and THE 
NEWS Sentenced to Jail.” 


[Text] The assistant political agent for Southern 
Waziristan Agency has sentenced Sailab Mahsud, the 
correspondent for JANG and THE NEWS in Southern 
Waziristan Agency, to ten years’ imprisonment for 
having interviewed former Northwest Frontier Minister 
Amanullah Kandi. Mahsud is also the president of the 
organization of press representatives in tribal areas. He 
has been accused of conspiring with certain criminals in 
the Agency. Under the FCR [Frontier Crime Regula- 
tions] law which is enforced in the tribal areas, the 
political agency's officials can arrest anyone and send 
him to jail; the law cannc* be challenged in any court. 
The FCR law is a vestige of the days of slavery under the 
British who passed the law in order to control tribal 
revolts and frequent uprisings against the government, 
but, even after liberation, the same laws remain in force 
in the tribal areas. The people cannot vote directly nor 
do Pakistani laws apply to these areas. The people and 
some politicians of the tribal areas have been demanding 
that the present status of the tribal areas be ended, that 
Pakistan's laws be promulgated in these areas, and that 
the people be provided with modern conveniences of 
life. These demands were made heatedly before the 
elections as well, but up to now, because of certain 
cons:derations, no government has paid any attention to 
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them. Sailab Mahsud was carrying out his professional 
duties when he interviewed an alleged criminal. Mahsud 
was then seized and punished. If he was suspected of 
conspiracy with certain criminals, why were no steps 
taken against him before the interview? This fact alone 
throws suspicion on the reason for Mahsud’s arrest. In 
the free tribal areas where illiteracy and backwardness 
are the norm, the imposition of such a harsh sentence on 
an educated young man, who was carrying out his 
journalistic duties, is both regrettable and cause for 
concern. The prime minister should take note of the 
matter and persuade the political agency officials to 
rescind their decision. 


Paper Views Prospects for Bhutto Government 
BK2110094793 Islamabad THE NATION 
in English 21 Oct 93 p 4 


[Editorial: “Agenda for Benazir’’} 


[Text] Benazir Bhutto has earned the singular distinction 
of being the only Prime Minister in the history of 
Pakistan who has not only been elected twice, but has 
also staged a comeback after having been ousted from 
power. With the solitary exception of Zulfikar Bhutto 
who had called an early election and got himself re- 
elected, none of the ten elected PMs the country has had 
in 46 years was able to complete the full five year term in 
office: one was assassinated, two were overthrown by 
military coup, three lost their jobs because they had lost 
majority support and four were dismissed. Ironically, in 
the first phase of parliamentary democracy (1947-58), 
there were as many as seven PMs in eleven years and 
since the lifting of the Martial Law and restoration of 
constitutional rule in 1986, three have been sent packing 
along with the National Assembly where they had a 
majority. Benazir Bhutto deserves credit for a resilient 
fight back. In the wake of her party’s humiliating elec- 
toral debacle in 1990, another leader in her situation 
may have been lost to obscurity, but she did not only 
manage to hold the PPP [Pakistan People’s Party] fort 
and remain in contention for power, but has also vindi- 
cated her claim to national leadership. Nevertheless, she 
can ill-afford to overlook the message brought home by 
the split mandate. Her party's share of the popular vote 
has fallen, it has performed badly in urban areas, 
drawing a blank in Lahore and Rawalpindi and would 
have met the same fate in Karachi and Hyderabad but 
for the MQM’s [Muhajir Qaumi Movement] boycott, 
and above all there has been a marked decline in popular 
ethusiasm for the so- called “Bhutto charisma”. She has 
also to reckon with the emergence of PML (N) [Pakistan 
Muslim League - Nawaz Sharif Group] as a national 
alternative and its chief Nawaz Sharif as the rival bidder 
for mass support. The man she had dismissed as a 
protege of the establishment has certainly come of age 
and matured into a politician of national stature, quite 
capable of giving Benazir Bhutto a tough competition in 
pulling crowds and catching votes. 
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Ostensibly, Benazir Bhutto is seized of the imperative of 
avoiding the mistakes she had during the tenture of her 
first government. She appears to be quite willing to hold 
out an olive branch to the Opposition and seek con- 
sensus On major policy issues of national interest. Her 
vow to form a small Cabinet, rather than raising an army 
of Ministers, Ministers of State, advisers and special 
assistants, is a good omen. If she lives up to her promise, 
she may be able to make a healthy departure from the 
practice of doling out political offices for keeping the 
party legislators in good humour and qualitatively 
improve her government’s style of functioning. If the 
issues identified in her maiden speech on the floor of the 
House are any indication of her order of priorities, 
Benazir should set for herself an agenda that relates to 
the bitter reality of the country’s backwardness and 
underdevelopment. If Pakistan has to enter the 21st 
century as an honourable nation—a task Benazir has 
underscored t.1i:e and again—then rhetoric alone would 
not be enough to cope with the formidable problems of 
illiteracy, unemployment, overpopuiation and social 
oppression. Having outgrown the instability syndrome 
by securing a comfortable majority at the Centre as well 
as the provinces, particularly in the Funjab which could 
have become a parallel centre of power, no alibi would be 
tenable for non-performance by the new government. 


Editorial Urges Political Stability 


BK2910153393 Karachi NAWA-I-WAQT 
in Urdu 22 Oct 93 p 5 


[Editorial: ‘“‘Democracy’s New Journey— 
Responsibilities of the Government and the 
Opposition”’} 


[Text] The election of chief ministers in the four 
provinces has been completed and, as in 1988, Benazir 
Bhutto and her allies have formed governments at the 
federal level as well as in two provinces, while the chief 
ministers of the North-West Frontier Province 
[NWFP] and Balochistan have been elected, defeating 
the Pakistan People’s Party [PPP]-supported candi- 
dates. In Sind, the PPP had a clear majority and, 
therefore, it got its old workers elected with its own 
votes. In Punjab, it has to be content with only the post 
of speaker, and the [Pakistan Muslim League] Chatha 
group comprising 18 members has the posts of chief 
minister and deputy speaker. The independent candi- 
dates played a major role in this connection. If the 
Muslim League-Nawaz group were ready to pay the 
same price as the PPP paid the Chatha group, it would 
also have been able to easily form a government in the 
province with the support of its erstwhile friends and 
current political rivals. Contrary to general assump- 
tions, however, the Muslim League and Mohammad 
Nawaz Sharif, for the first time, adopted a principled 
stand and initiated a healthy precedent by not devi- 
ating from their stand against the political opportun- 
ists. It has been learned that the person appointed by 
the PPP to oversee the Punjab government will grab 
the reins of power within three to six months, but it 
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remains to be seen whether the people, who did not 
allow the PPP to assume the seat of power in the 
province now, will easily become ready to relinquish 
power after six months. 


In the NWFP, the Muslim League-Nawaz group and the 
Awami National Party [ANP] have formed a coalition 
government without any difficulty, but they also had to 
pay a heavy price to win the support of the independent 
candidates. It is ironic that the new cabinet formed in the 
NWFP consists of only independent members, and no 
member belonging either to the Muslim League or the 
ANP has yet been included. It is not known what name 
the parties, which adopted a principled position in 
Punjab, will give to this scenario. In Balochistan, the 
candidates supported by the PPP and Nawab Bugti have 
suffered defeat. 


Where—after the formation of the federal and provin- 
cial governments—the establishment of a working rela- 
tionship between the government and the opposition 
has become highly imperative, the need for evolving a 
feasible code of conduct regarding the powers and 
duties of the federal and provincial governments in 
accordance with the procedure laid down in the Con- 
stitution has also increased. The evolution of such a 
code of conduct can help prevent the recurrence of any 
unpleasant situations such as those witnessed in 1988. 
Benazir Bhutto, in her address to the nation, touched 
on both these issues, saying that “we will give the 
opposition its due status and not adopt the attitude of 
opposition for opposition’s sake.” Likewise, she has 
also promised to respect the sovereign rights of the 
provinces, saying that the provinces will be given their 
legitimate rights. This is all the more necessary because 
the opposition is ruling in the NWFP and Balochistan 
where the PPP is sitting on opposition benches. Under 
no circumstances however, should the PPP give those 
legitimate rights only to Punjab and Sind, respect the 
opposition only in the NWFP and Balochistan, and 
suppress and browbeat the opposition at the federal 
level and in Punjab and Sind Provinces. 


As in 1988, the stability of the government and the 
system hinges on the honorable relationship between 
the government and the opposition and the federation 
and the provinces, because if the government and 
{words district] indictive actions and the opposition 
from the politics of protest, then the government and 
the sty. The same thing applies to the federal and 
provincial governments. 


Therefore, if Benazir Bhutto really gives the opposition 
its due status and does not let any province suffer from 
any sense of deprivation, then there is no reason why 
these assemblies will not complete their terms and the 
democratic system will not survive and achieve stability. 


The government, however, does not face only these 
challenges. Extraordinary steps and strategy are needed 
to overcome the economic and financial problems facing 
the country. The wheels of industry and trade have 
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ground to a halt as a result of actions over the past 10 
months. Imitating the Indian step, the authorities 
devalued the Pakistani rupee twice, but exports did not 
increase. The country is reeling under a huge burden of 
foreign debt and the foreign exchange reserves have 
declined to only $250 million, which is inadequate for 
even two weeks of imports. There has been an aston- 
ishing increase in inflation. Before relinquishing office, 
the caretaker government printed currency notes 
amounting to 1.3 billion rupees, which will further 
increase an inflation rate which already exceeds 13 
percent. The budget deficit has exceeded 10 percent. 


In the international arena also, Pakistan needs to adopt 
a clear- cut and concrete foreign policy in view of the 
new world order of the United States and the Indian 
actions in Kashmir. If Pakistan remains politically 
unstable, we will not be able to restore the confidence of 
investors nor will we be able to save Pakistan from being 
isolated in the international field. Therefore, Benazir 
Bhutto will have to take positive and far-reaching steps 
immediately. It is being said that V.A. Jafrey will be the 
financial adviser to the government, as before, and a 
nominal minister of state for economic affairs will be 
appointed who will look after the ministry. If it is true, 
then this will not be a good example, because dynamic 
and effective measures are needed under a plan in view 
of the economic and financial problems facing the 
country. The prime minister has mentioned the loan 
defaulters and the scandal involving the cooperative 
finance corporations and Taj Company. If her govern- 
ment can do anything in this regard, then it will be the 
greatest service to the nation. Every action in this regard 
should be free of any discrimination and favoritism 
however. The most important thing is that financial 
discipline should be developed at both the federal and 
provincial levels. 


Benazir Bhutto has claimed to take steps to eliminate 
wasteful expenditures. May God crown her with success 
in this endeavor! Her claim can, however, be verified in 
a few days after the formation of the cabinet of ministers 
and the allotment of offices and cars to the ministers. 
During the election campaign, Benazir Bhutto has been 
charging her predecessor and political rival Nawaz 
Sharif with purchase of a new airplane. She is leaving for 
Cyprus today to attend the Commonwealth summit 
there. It is not known what airplane she used to go there. 
She is also scheduled to perform minor pilgrimage later 
in Saudi Arabia. How many other fortunate people will 
have the privilege to perform this minor pilgrimage 
along with the prime minister will be known on their 
return from there. But, the current situation is that the 
checks of Benazir Bhutto’s own province are bouncing. 


If Benazir Bhutto displays a cordial attitude toward her 
adversaries at all levels, then it will ensure stability both 
for the government and the democratic system, and the 
country will get rid of the trial of elections after every few 
years. It also is the duty of the opposition to learn from 
the situation and instead of displaying a sense of haste, 
wait for its turn, which should come only after five years. 
That turn may even come after four years if Benazir 
Bhutto decides to implement her party’s manifesto. 
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Retired General Views Nuclear Weapon Policy 


BK0711130993 Karachi DAWN in English 
6 Nov 93 p 13 


[Article by General (Retired) Khalid Mahmud Arif: 
““N-Weapon Elimination Regime’’] 


[Text] Essentially to checkmate any challenge posed to 
the perceived interests of the Western countries, their 
governments, nuclear analysts, academics and medi- 
amen steadfastly highlight the virtues of a nuclear non- 
proliferation regime. Their painstakingly prepared and 
lucidly presented arguments make absorbing reading. 
True, the pulverisation of Hiroshima and Nagasaki by 
the nuclear holocaust left behind a strong and enduring 
revulsion against the use of the nuclear weapons in the 
future. The Western experts argue that these weapons, 
now considered “unusable” by them, may lead to 
“‘mutual assured destruction.” 


The Third World countries are advised to spend their 
meagre financial resources to ameliorate the lot of their 
population languishing below the poverty line rather 
than wasting them on the production of expensive and 
high-risk weapons of mass destruction. Besides, it is 
argued that a nuclear arsenal with unstable and weak 
countries may endanger regional and world peace. 
Such frightening doomsday forecasts deserve serious 
consideration. 


The proven lethality of nuclear weapons is common 
knowledge. The tradedy inflicted on Japan in 1945 
should never be repeated in the future. The thesis about 
the mutual assured destruction, the cost- benefit ratio of 
the nuclear option and the competing needs of defence 
and development in the developing countries are valid 
points. However, the Western preaching to others on this 
score sounds hollow when, for spurious reasons, the 
nuclear-have states want to retain their own stockpiles of 
the so-called ‘“‘unusable” weapons. Why spend money on 
the manufacture storage and maintenance of a weapons 
system which, by their own assessment, cannot be used, 
defies reason and comprehension. Perhaps the devel- 
oped countries are too smart and the developing world 
too naive to understand realpolitik. One sided and 
discriminatory measures, shameful and indefensible, 
generate hegemonic foul odour. 


The North-South economic and technology gaps are 
widening because of the cartels created by the London 
suppliers club, the Australia group concerning the 
transfer of chemical technology and the MTCR [Missile 
Technology Control Regime] promoters. A restrictive 
technology regime runs counter to the concept of free 
global trading vehemently preached but only selectively 
practised by the West. The economic strangulation and 
the technological suffocation of the developing countries 
are being systematically done to perpetuate the hege- 
monic interests of the affluent and the power-wielding 
white race states. All attempts by the underdogs to shake 
off the shackles of em are frustrated through 
the combined political, econ&mic and military pressures 
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exerted by the First World countries. This does not augur 
well either for the welfare and uplift of the human race at 
large or for the United Nations, which increasingly gets 
dwindling importance from its purse controllers except 
when it serves their vested interests. 


For four decades the NATO defence was based on the 
principle of nuclear deterrence. The collapse of the 
socialist order in East Europe, the disintegration of the 
erstwhile Soviet Union and the emerging friendship 
between Russia and the Western countries have drasti- 
cally changed the threat scenario, globally and in Europe. 
Old rivals are now new friends. Confrontation has given 
way to cooperation. This phenomenon has rendered the 
bulk of the nuclear arsenal held by America and Russia 
redundant. However, despite a sea change [as published] 
in the international climate, the nuclear have states have 
no plans to discard their nuclear-weapon arsenals and 
are unprepared for a nuclear-weapons elimination 
regime. While they fervently wish to retain the stockpiles 
of their weapons of mass destruction, they try to impose 
on the rest of the world a recipe to perpetuate their 
supremacy under a sugar-coated subterfuge—NPT 
(Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty). 


The Western logic, if self serving, is simple. It runs 
thus: “We will retain our nuclear weapons to the extent 
we desire. Do not question our intentions because we 
know what is good for us. We will deny you the access 
to this explosive stuff because we think it is harmful for 
your health and ours. The doors of the nuclear club are 
closed. If you have already stepped into this prohibi- 
tive field cap your programmes to our satisfaction. 
Sign the NPT on the dotted lines. As many as 150 wise 
countries have already done so. Why should you be the 
odd country out? 


Such intimidatory tactics depict the duplicity of the 
advice- givers. The United States actively aids the 
British nuclear programme. The Israeli nuclear-weapon 
capability was developed with the unpublicised moral, 
material, financial and technological support generously 
provided by the US-led Western countries. The dual- 
purpose high technology provided to India by America is 
used in the Indian nuclear and missile programmes. 


Apart from the Western countries, China, India, and 
Israel have hired, in large numbers, nuclear scientists 
and technologists rendered surplus in the CIS states. 
Some slippage of the Soviet nuclear-related technology 
to these countries cannot be ruled out. Under these 
circumstances Pakistan’s security concerns have 
enhanced in the recent times. 


High technology, an expanding global enterprise, cannot 
be perennially kept chained in the backyards of a 
selected few nations. Its spread is inevitable. The artifi- 
cial barriers and cartels can at best diffuse the technology 
transfer process for a while. They cannot stop it on a 
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permanent basis. Countries strive to achieve nuclear 
capability after taking into consideration their security 
concerns, political ambitions, economic compulsions 
and capabilities, ego, domestic imperatives and the risk 
of external pressures. France and Britain retain their 
nuclear arsenal despite the US commitment to protect 
the security of Europe. Russia, now a European ally, does 
the same. Political groupings and intentions can change. 
What matters most is the capability of a country to 
defend itself against aggression and blackmail. To be 
effective, the capability should be correlated to the 
magnitude of threat posed to the security. The fears of 
the antagonists can be alleged if they can get mutual and 
equal security at lower costs. 


The world needs a Nuclear-Weapon Elimination Regime 
to be created within an agreed and short timeframe. If 
this proposal be accepted in principle and codified, the 
modalities of its implementation may pose a lesser 
problem to negotiate. During the interregnum, all the 
countries may stop producing fissile materials and 
destroy the available stocks of the nuclear arsenals and 
materials possessed by them under an agreed phased 
programme and under a negotiated international inspec- 
tion system. The five nuclear holy cows stand committed 
to an eventual nuclear-weapons free world under the 
NPT—an undertaking which has made no progress 
beyond lip-service. True, some disarmament and non- 
proliferation measures were negotiated between America 
and Russia on a bilateral basis. Notwithstanding their 
importance, they are restrictive in nature and were 
concluded without recourse to the NPT and the UN. 
Besides, the remaining nuclear-weapon powers have 
made no similar commitments. 


In South Asia, India and Pakistan can promote the cause 
of the nuclear-weapon elimination regime by first 
curbing their nuclear ambitions on an agreed, equal and 
non-discriminatory basis. India has long maintained that 
her nuclear programme was influenced by the Pakistan 
and the China factors. India and China recently signed a 
peace agreement. Under it the two countries agreed to 
resolve the boundary dispute through peaceful and 
friendly consultations with neither side using or threat- 
ening to use force against the other by any means. Such 
a welcome development takes care of the Indian security 
concerns vis-a-vis China. New Delhi may now ease its 
hitherto rigid nuclear policy in South Asia. A positive 
response by India to Pakistan’s various proposals made 
in the past for bilateral acceptance will promote regional 
peace. In case India persists in its negative attitude, it 
will reinforce the apprehensions that it has hidden inten- 
tions. So long as India retains the nuclear option Paki- 
stan will be naive to opt out of it. 
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Commentary Urges Reassessing Nuclear Future 
BK0911110993 Karachi DAWN in English 9 Nov 93 p 7 


[Commentary by Brigadier (Retd) A.R. Siddiqi] 


[Text] US Assistant Secretary of State Robin Raphel 
summed up her agenda for talks with Pakistan in a single 
word, thrice repeated: ‘‘Non-proliferation, non- 
proliferation, non- proliferation.” 


She uttered these words at the Dhaka airport before 
leaving for Islamabad on the second leg of her South 
Asian tour. 


Ms. Raphel may have spoken almost too emphatically to 
conform to the clipped diplomatic usage and proverbial 
under-statement. She could not possibly have been any 
the less emphatic, however, while spelling out her brief 
from the Administration, sworn to settle for nothing less 
than nuclear non-proliferation in South Asia. 


The unambiguous US support for Kashmir and its 
description as disputed territory is not just a sudden 
recognition of a concrete reality simply evading its 
attention or being deliberately downgraded in its order 
of priority through all these years. On the contrary, it is 
a well-thought out diplomatic demarche with a linkage. 
It could also be taken as a principled departure from its 
hitherto noncommercial approach to the issue. 


The linkage is for Pakistan to take a closer and harder 
look at its nuclear programme, weigh the pros and cons 
of rolling it back and sign the NPT [Nuclear Non- 
Proliferation Treaty]. Otherwise, run the risk of losing 
much of the re-awakened US enthusiasm for Kashmir 
and its sustained interest in an early and peaceful reso- 
lution of the dispute. 


It also needs to be understood that Pakistan’s commit- 
ment to the NPT would be the one essential pre- 
condition for resumption of military sales to Pakistan 
and replacement of most of our American weapons 
systems. 


What then Pakistan must do? Sign the NPT unilaterally? 
Freeze or abandon its nuclear research programme com- 
pletely? Declare its nuclear capability—warts and all—to 
the world? Accept India’s regional hegemony? How should 
it square the vicious nuclear circle without India recipro- 
cating? India simply won't bear of acceding to the NPT 
except in a global framework at par with the five other 
recognised nuclear powers. Pakistan’s proposal for a five- 
power moot on the creation of a nuclear weapon free zone 
in South Asia was dismissed by India out of hand as 
impractical and discriminatory. Anything conceived 
within a strictly subcontinental context 1s not India’s idea 
of a pax asiatica in South Asia. It would settle for nothing 
less than global nuclear disarmament with itself as one 
among the duty-recognised nuclear states. 





28 POLITICAL 


Isn't it about time, however, for Pakistan to consider the 
wisdom of delinking its major diplomatic initiatives and 
moves from India’s? 


The major tragic flaw of our perceptions has been our 
obsessive overconcern with what India might or might 
not do. Our foreign policy vis-a-vis India had therefore 
been relatively more reactive than designed; and, in 
consequence, less effective. Nineteen years ago, India 
exploded its nuclear device presenting the world with a 
fait accompli [word indistinct] of who says what. Today 
it is reaping the rich harvest of its nuclear fait accompli 
in the tacit universal acceptance of its status as a nuclear 
state, if not exactly a power. Its refusal to sign the NPT 
also reflects a completely independent posture unrelated 
to Pakistan’s or any other state’s. Likewise, it conducts 
its ruthless campaign against the Kashmiri freedom 
fighers much in the same fashion disdainful of world 
opinion. To the recent desecration of the Babri mosque 
also, the union and the state governments both chose to 
turn a blind eye until the job was done. India pursues its 
policy objectives, with ruthless single mindedness once 
they are formulated and set. 


Pakistan might as well take the bit between the teeth 
and begin considering the wisdom of either staging a 
nuclear fait accompli, or have another look at the NPT 
and re-assess its wisdom and value regardless of what 
India thinks and syas about it. There is fair possibility 
of India suddenly pulling off the coup and sign the 
document sometime next year before the NPT comes 
up for the final review in 1995. That would be just 
about the best time to accede to it if only to join its last 
rites as a full member. 


In case it is to come into force for a second term the 
signatory states will have a larger say than non- 
signatories in whittling down its existing highly discrim- 
inatory character. 
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Under to circumstances, must Pakistan allow India to 
upstage it. 


Pakistan Muslim League Criticizes New Foreign 
Minister 


BK1711111793 Islamabad THE MUSLIM in English 
17 Nov 93 p 12 


[Text] Islamabad, Nov 16: A spokesman of the Paki- 
stan Muslim League [PML] has strongly condemned 
the PPP [Pakistan People’s Party’s] government for 
appointing Sardar Assif Ahmad Ali to the sensitive 
position of Foreign Minister since “It is a known fact 
that his anti-national utterances last April damaged 
Pakistan’s national security.” The spokesman said a 
man who was keen to have Pakistan declared as a 
terrorist state should not have been allowed to enter 
the government and that too in the key slot of foreign 
Minister. The PML spokesman said Sardar Asif 
Ahmed Ali’s appointment exposes the PPP clearly 
since it is an indicator of the kind of foreign policy 
which the PPP government under Prime Minister 
Benazir Bhutto wants to pursue, a PML (N) [Pakistan 
Muslim League (Nawaz)] press release says. 


The spokesman continued that the foreign policy of the 
PPP government would be based on appeasement of 
India, rolling back the nuclear programme and being 
apologetic and defensive on the Islamic identity of 
Pakistan. 


This was the agenda of Sardar Asif Ahmad Ali and this 
is the agenda of the PPP government as well which it 
will seek to pursue with Sardar Asif Ahmad Ali as 
Foreign Minister. 
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Editorial Cites Business Community Support for 
Bhutto 


BK2310134993 Islamabad THE PAKISTAN TIMES 
in English 23 Oct 93 p 6 


[Editorial: “A Positive Economic Agenda’”’] 


[Text] The businese community in Pakistan, while 
extending its heartiest felicitations to the newly elected 
Prime Minister Mohtarama Benazir Bhutto, has assured 
her of its full support, hoping that her government would 
take it into confidence on all economic issues. The 
President of the Karachi Stock Exchange (KSE) wants 
the Prime Minister to stick to the policies of deregula- 
tion, privatisations and liberalisation introduced by her 
predecessor, Mian Nawaz Sharif. The support of the 
businessmen to the new government is encouraging but 
they should demonstrate it practically by promptly 
paying all government dues in full including taxes. 
Actually, the programme of deregulation and privatisa- 
tions was accepted as an economic creed and put into 
practice by Ms. Benazir Bhutto in her first tenure as 
Prime Minister, PIA [Pakistan International Airlines] 
was not only partially privatised but the privatisation of 
the Muslim Commercial Bank was also completed by her 
government. Ms. Benazir Bhutto was quite cautions in 
implementing the policy of privatisation as it involved 
other important economic issues. It took more than 10 
years for Thatcher’s government in the UK to complete 
the process of privatisation. 


Detailing her agenda for change—a change for the bet- 
ter—Ms. Benazir Bhutto, in an article exclusively 
written for the Saudi Gazette recently, said: “We will 
create very close public-private cooperation which will 
include top political leaders, the bureaucracy and the 
business circles but where the political leaders will not be 
dependent on business for financial suport. We will give 
the entrepreneur the freedom to prosper, the freedom to 
choose, the freedom to innovate and the freedom to 
prosper. To mobilise sufficient resources to propel 
growth and eradicate unemployment, we will open all 
sectors of the economy and infrastructure to private 
investment. We will invite the private sector to play its 
effective role as the engine of growth.” This poses a 
challenge to the businessmen in Pakistan and they 
should participate in the development process as true 
patriots. Our businessmen/industrialists always run after 
incentives and concessions to make a fast buck. If they 
let the interest of the country transcend their perrsonal 
interest, Pakistan will surely enter the twenty-first cen- 
tury as a new Asian Tiger. 


Economic Dimension of U.S. Ties Viewed 


BK1511095993 Islamabad THE NEWS in English 
13 Nov 93 p 13 


[By Asiam Sheikh] 


[Text] How will last week’s high-level talks on Pakistan- 
United States relations influence the future flow of 
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American economic and military assistance to Pakistan. 
No clear-cut answer was forthcoming even though gen- 
erally official sources at the end of two-day talks empha- 
sised Clinton administration’s positive approach to seek 
a way out of the present deadlock on the nuclear issue. 


Economic dimension of Pakistan-US relations, though 
not specifically mentioned in official statements last 
week, is of no small significance. Even the question of 
military supplies has, in the ultimate analysis, the eco- 
nomic spect [as published] affecting Pakistan's balance 
of payments position as well as the ebb and flow of 
foreign exchange reserves. In period of the cold-war, for 
most of the time, the USA had been our largest donor 
and only recently Japan replaced it, after October 1990 
Pressler embargo for our alleged weapon-oriented 
nuclear programme. 


Pakistan has till recently received more than $3 billion 
USA aid. Despite the aid suspension for the past three 
years, substantial US economic assistance is still in the 
pipeline and will be disbursed till the middle of 1995. 
Military assistance, however, is totally stopped. 


It has not only affected the supplies of badly needed F-16 
planes but has made us purchase spares for the equip- 
ment already supplied from our own source foreign 
exchange reserves and putting serious strains on our 
balance of payments. Besides that since old loans con- 
traced by us are maturing, our debt servicing liability to 
US has been rapidly mounting and seriously reducing 
the overall net flow of concessional assistance to Paki- 
stan. In fact, according to one estimate, more dollars are 
now flowing out of Pakistan to US annually than coming 
in. For example during 1991-92 (for which figures are 
available) our repayments to US amounted to $348 
million while fresh commitments from the US as part of 
the old and still valid commitments were much less. 
Perhaps the situation 1992-93 and 1993-94 would fur- 
ther worsen. 


During last week’s talks between US Assistant Secretary 
of State and defence officials here, the issue of payments 
for F-16 was specially raised. 


It may be mentioned that although supplies of the planes 
have been withheld, Pakistan is required to continue 
payments of instalments under the 1986 deal. Obviously 
this arrangement cannot go on indefinitely. The new 
government in Islamabad is now reviewing the whole 
situation and will take early decision whether or not 
annual instalments should be continued. 


Generally a possible end of aid deadlock is not ruled out 
in many quarters. Prime Minister Benazir spoke of ‘a 
window of opportunity”, having opened to resolve dif- 
ferences in Pakistan-US relations. At the end of Robin 
Raphel’s visit, Foreign Secretary Shaharyar sounded 
optimistic to many as he personally appeared last 
Wednesday to brief the press during their weekly 
encounter with the Foreign Office on the Constitution 
Avenue. More than once the foreign secretary stressed 
the “positive approach” in Clinton Administration’s 
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handling of Pakistan-US relations. While insisting that 
no new problems were discussed, he talked of the way 
out of the present impasse. Repeatedly he talked of the 
legal nature of the issue (Pressler amendment and its 
application to nuclear and aid matters) hinting possibly 
that the hurdle can be overcome. In the written state- 
ment, the foreign secretary referred to present govern- 
ment’s determination to removing obstacles in the bilat- 
eral relationship and work towards strengthening 
Pakistan-US relations. 


Clearly there are new expectations in the wake of change 
of leadership in the corridors of powers in Islamabad 
about the possible improvement in our capacity to win 
friends and influence people on the international stage. 
Benazir’s government is specially anxious to end the 
country’s isolation in the changing post-cold-war global 
environment. Her handling of foreign affairs will be 
closely monitored not only by her friends and sym- 
pathisers but also political detractors. As in domestic 
policy so far, her government's moves in foreign affairs 
too have been cautious because of her pre-occupation 
with presidential race. But new initiatives are eagerly 
expected in the latter part of the current month. 


Whatever the constraints of post-cold-war shift in 
western strategy. Pakistan has to strive to seek badly 
needed concessional loans from international sources for 
quite sometime to come. Global recession continues to 
hurt our exports. Old remittances boom is unlikely to 
return and drastic cut in imports is also ruled out in the 
immediate context. In the long run, however, we have to 
learn to live without substantial aid and lure voluntary 
foreign investment including some from overseas Paki- 
stanis to finance economic development programmes. 


Economists Criticize Foreign Involvement in Oil 
Exploration 


BK2011094993 Rawalpindi JANG in Urdu 
14 Nov 93 p 3 


[Tex:}| Addressing a press conference, three prominent 
economists—Dr. Mubasher Hasan, Hafeez Kardar, and 
Amanullah Lone—alleged that global financial institu- 
tions are putting pressure on the government to increase 
the price of oil and gas to benefit foreign companies. 
They alleged that the foreign companies that have con- 
tracts to explore for oil and gas in Pakistan are pursuing 
a go-slow policy in exploring for oil and gas reserves in 
the hope that the price of oil and gas will increase. Then 
they will locate additional oil and gas reserves and make 
huge profits. 


The three economists said that by the grace of God, the 
country has an oil and gas reserve worth 250 billion 
rupees. In some other parts of the world, only one oil or 
gas deposit can be found after drilling 14 wells. In 
Pakistan, however, a deposit can be located by drilling 
only three wells. Given this situation, if Pakistan Petro- 
leum Limited 1s allowed to be transferred to foreign 
hands, the country will have to buy gas in the amount of 
$3 million a day and $1 billion a year. 
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The economists also revealed that the government will 
soon curtail the supply of gas. The government should 
take strong notice of the grave conspiracy against the 
country’s mineral wealth and people and reject any 
demand to increase oil and gas prices. National com- 
panies should conduct exploration operations to pre- 
vent foreign companies from grabbing the country’s 
mineral wealth and inflicting any harm on our beloved 
country. Prime Minister Benazir Bhutto and her 
elected government should conduct an immediate 
inquiry in this regard. 


Editorial Views Outcome of APEC Summit 
BK2211123593 Peshawar THE FRONTIER POST 
in English 22 Nov 93 p 10 


[Editorial: “APEC’s Message”] 


[Text] In certain respects, the Asia-Pacific Economic 
Cooperation (APEC) summit has created an atmosphere 
favouring globalisation of the world economy. The dec- 
laration of intent reflects an urge for greater economic 
collaboration among the economies of 16 nations across 
a vast region which produces a total GNP of more than 
$11.00 billion. The APEC summit has built an interna- 
tional moral pressure in favour of signing the GATT 
treaty in December. Though the Japanese, the Chinese 
and the Taiwanese will still be adamant to retain their 
protectionist barriers, and be slow to adjust to the trade 
deficit of their trading partners, including the U.S., they 
can be persuaded to share their markets with other 
APEC economies at least. Malaysia and New Zealand 
have. for different reasons, abstained, but the summit 
will help bring the EEC to come to terms with the GATT 
proposals. Faced with protectionist resistance by the 
EEC, President Clinton rightly chose to align with the 
booming economies of East Asia. It also suits the U.S. 
economy, since its trade with the APEC economies is 50 
per cent higher than its trade with Europe. Timing of the 
summit seems to be quite instructive: It 1s being held 
following the approval of North American Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA) by the U.S. Congress, and a month 
before the deadline for signing of the GATT treaty. 
Moreover, the U.S. leadership is aware of the fact that, 
during the current decade, East Asia will account for half 
of the world product, and Asia as a whole will have half 
of the world’s trade. 


The APEC forum is also considering removal of bottle- 
necks pertaining to customs procedures among the 
nations of NAFTA, the ASEAN Free Trade Area 
(AFTA), and the Australia-New Zealand Closer Eco- 
nomic Relations Agreement. If APEC moves towards 
multiple economic collaboration, 1t would help curtail 
exclusivism and hostility among different regional eco- 
nomic blocs, and hegemonic ambitions of one economic 
power over other partners in the same region, such as in 
ASEAN. On the other hand, regions like South Asia 
(SAARC) and South-West Asia (ECO) are bound to be 
further isolated, because of the political and economic 
mess they are bent upon luxuriating in. Despite the 
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formation of ECO and signing of South Asia Preferential 
Trade Area (SAP-TA) treaty, both ECO and SAARC 
remain non-starters due to the perpetuation of interne- 
cine conflicts in the two regions. The ASEAN, as 
opposed to SAARC, represents a success story due to one 
reason. Its members give preference to economics over 
everything else. Growth among East Asian economies is 
such that the sole superpower of the world, for its 
economic reasons, has been forced to review its erstwhile 
relationship with Europe. The nations of SAARC and 
ECO need to learn from East Asia, abandon their course 
of self-immolation, and follow the way shown by APEC 
which may subsequently turn into APFTA. 


Editorial Urges Protection of Textiles Due to 
GATT, NAFTA 

BK2511090493 Islamabad THE NEWS in English 
25 Nov 93 p 7 


{Editorial: “South Asian Stakes in Global Trade Talks” 


{ Text] Powerful trading interests in different parts of the 
world have started to lobby hard for substantial conces- 
sions as the December 15 deadline nears, fixed by the 
GATT chief for hammering out a new global trade order. 
The main actors in this process are the United States and 
the European Economic Community, who share the bulk 
of the global trade between them. The US has forged a 
new alliance with Canada and Mexico to form the North 
American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) to clinch a 
better deal vis-a-vis their European rivals from the 
on-going Uruguay round of GATT negotiations now in 
its crucial last phase. 
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The latest move on the part of the US is to offer more 
concessions to the textile interests of the developed 
countries at the expense of exporters from the devel- 
oping countries, pressing for an carly dismantling of 
quota restrictions in the textile trade. Washington is 
reportedly also doing this to win wider congressional 
support for NAFTA. Reports from Geneva suggest that 
Asian trade experts have reacted angrily to the reported 
US move to extend the proposed period for the phasing 
out of quota restrictions, enforced primarily to restrict 
imports from third world countries. They are also con- 
cerned that American and European textile makers are 
working 1n collaboration to prolong the life of undesir- 
able quota barriers. 


East Asian nations, too, are quite active in protecting 
their own interests in this particular field. But not so the 
countries of South Asia, which lag behind in efforts to 
safeguard then vital interests in the textile trade. They 
have also not woken up to the importance of the issue of 
obtaining greater access to the markets of the developed 
countries for their value-added exports. One reason 
inhibiting the process of intensified consultations in this 
region is the slow evolution of the South Asian Associa- 
tion for Regional Co-operation (Saarc) primarily because 
of political strains in relations between Pakistan and 
India. But new developments, which affect the economic 
interests of the developing countries, warrant that Saarc 
must focus attention on specific problems of the South 
Asian region, particularly in global negotiations on trade 
issues. Saarc members must act in greater harmony to 
ensure that their share in the world trade is effectively 
expanded. More intimate contacts should also be estab- 
lished with the economically developing community in 
the third world. This is necessary for South Asia get a 
better deal in the broader North-South dialogue and for 
a more equitable distribution of world resources. 
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U.S. Arms Embargo Claimed Destabilizing 
Indo-Pak Military Balance 


94AS0054E Lahore THE NATION in English 
18 Sep 93 p 7 


[Article by M.M. Alam: “The U.S. Arms Embargo and 
F-16 Replacement”’; italicized words as published] 


[Text] Since the U.S. government’s embargo on the 
sale of F-16 to Pakistan in 1990, the PAF [Pakistan Air 
Force] Air Staff has been studying the acquisition of an 
alternate and equivalent aircraft from other sources, 
the French “Mirage 2000” already in service with the 
IAF [Indian Air Force] being one of them. The U.S. 
decision was a severe setback for the PAF’s moderni- 
sation programme undertaken in the wake of Russian 
invasion of Afghanistan, to replace/augment its fleet of 
obsolete F-6s and obsolescent Mirage 3s/5s. The 
planned induction of 70 additional F-16s would have 
substantially enhanced its operational capability 
enabling it to counter any foreseen threat. The IAF is 
reliably known to possess nearly 120 Mirage 2000 and 
MiG-29 aircraft, near equivalent in combat capability 
to the F-16, 36 additional MiG-29s are on order from 
Russia. During the next few years, the IAF will be 
further strengthened with the introduction of the indig- 
enously designed LCA (Light Combat Aircraft), pres- 
ently undergoing pre-production trials. 


The F-16 is possibly the most cost-effective, multi-role, 
tactical fighter aircraft currently available in the world 
and combat proven, no small asset. Its replacement 
posed a serious problem for the PAF Air Staff. Weapon 
system acquisition is invariably problematic for the Air 
Staff of a country such as Pakistan, severely resource- 
constrained and dependent upon foreign procurement 
sources from lack of a viable indigenous defence- 
industrial base. In recent years, the problem has been 
further aggravated as a result of the restrictions imposed 
by industrialised states of the West upon the export of 
hi-tech weapons to the Third World countries, unwilling 
or unable to follow their political diktat or serve their 
strategic interests. Mission requirements, acquisition/ 
support systems cost and procurement-source reliability 
are the basic parameters determining the selection of a 
specific weapon system. While political and strategic 
factors may narrow the choice of procurement source, 
the type of weapon system preferred and their 
numbers must be weighed against the cost. Generally, a 
trade-off has to be made between conflicting require- 
ments in order to optimise the choice. The best may 
simply be unaffordable, and if affordable, not accessible. 
Then, too, non-rational factors often intrude into the 
decision-making process, adversely influencing the insti- 
tutional decision. 


Probably, the single most severe constraint bearing upon 
weapon procurement decision is the spiralling cost of 
modern military hardware. Modern weapon systems are 
best described by an ever-increasing complexity and 
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sophistication. And there is a direct correspondence 
between complexity and cost. While one may marvel at 
their superb operational capabilities, their cost is almost 
forbidding, at least for Third World countries. The 
acquisition and support-systems cost of an F-16 equiva- 
lent tactical fighter is 50 to 70 million dollars. The next 
generation of more advanced fighter aircraft is likely to 
be priced between 70 and 120 miilion dollars. The 
opportunity-cost of conventional deterrence/defence 
has, indeed, grown to be deterring in economic terms. 
This is not to prescribe a recourse to nuclear weapons. 
The logic of nuclear option must draw from an entirely 
different strategic perception. On the other hand, the 
near-anarchy prevalent in the international system and 
the incorrigible will-to-power of some states compel the 
maintenance of a viable deterrence. To forego that 
choice would be an invitation to disaster. 


Having invested massively to resource, time and effort 
on training and support-in-infrastructure of the F-16 
aircraft, it was all the more galling for the PAF Air Staff 
to be compelled by the American arms embargo to seek 
an alternate weapon system. The predicament faced by 
the PAF, beyond its immediate antecedents, owes to the 
lack of foresight and enterprise by the preceding Chiefs 
of the Air Staff to progressively build up an indigenous 
aerospace design and development, assembly and man- 
ufacture capability in collaboration with one or many 
foreign countries. And this was a distinct possibility, if it 
remained unrealised. We preferred to buy aircraft 
instead of trying to build them ourselves. The arms 
embargo imposed on Pakistan by some countries after 
the September 1965 war, and subsequently during the 
December 1971 crises, should have taught us a lesson. 
But like in other walks of our national life, the lesson 
went unheeded. The PAF’s option in the circumstances 
would be the subject of another article, sometime later. 
Meanwhile, opportunity would be taken to reflect briefly 
upon the rationale of the American decision and its 
near-term consequence for our defence. 


Given the fragile and conflict-prone relationship 
obtaining between India and Pakistan, the impact of 
U.S. arms embargo on the power-balance in the region 
could be potentially destabilising. As a result of the U.S. 
denial of 70 additional F-16s to the PAF, the IAF enjoys 
a 3.5 to 1 margin of numerical superiority in advanced 
technology fighters, which constitute the cutting edge of 
both the air forces and would play a critical role in 
controlling the air in any future conflict. This margin 
would obviously increase with the induction of 36 addi- 
tional MiG-29s on order from Russia. While it is axiom- 
atic for the PAF to fight outnumbered, it would be hard 
pushed contending against a 3.5 odd, notwithstanding 
the superior tactical skill of its pilots. Airpower consti- 
tutes a powerful, possibly decisive, factor in contempo- 
rary war. An adverse balance of air capability may well 
serve as an incentive for resort to arms by the stronger 
side. Indeed, there is a readily furnished raison detat for 
such an eventuality in the ongoing conflict in Kashmir. 
And if such a contingency does arise the U.S. govern- 
ment would stand to be blamed in no small measure. 
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Further, while the U.S. government’s cessation of mili- 
tary assistance to Pakistan in the changed global geo- 
strategic situation was understandable, the deliberate 
denial as a retributive measure of the commercial sale/ 
transfer of sorely-needed military hardware hardly con- 
stituted an act becoming of a long-standing ally and a 
superpower at that. Pakistan has played a significant role 
in enhancing U.S. security interest in the region during 
the potentially dangerous early post-war decades of a 
surging and defiant Soviet power, even as America has 
contributed vitally to Pakistan’s security and well-being. 
The “avowedly principled” American nuclear non- 
proliferation policy selectively applied to Pakistan has 
deeply distressed its people. But if there is nothing 
permanent about the nature of the relationship between 
states, there is also nothing immutable about the 
limitations bearing upon a state. In time, Pakistan would 
have overcome the constraints imposed upon its 
defence, but the treatment meted out by U.S. would 
linger for a long time to come in our collective memory. 
Despite the instability endemic in our political culture, a 
people | 20 million strong, vibrant and rest!ess, can never 
be made to stand still. 


It is the cumulative impact of such discriminatory acts 
and omissions, often lacking in higher perspective and 
without insight into the temper of the time in the 
resurgent Muslim world, which if not given rise to, at 
least accentuated the resentment latent against the 
industrialized West. Certainly, the West does not lack 
leaders of public opinion cognisant of the issues deeply 
and profoundly agitating the Muslim mind. If only their 
views and opinions were heeded by men in the corridors 
of power, and reflected as such in policy decisions 
bearing upon Muslim countries. While it is by no means 
implied that the West should forego its vital interest in 
deference to Muslim public opinion, it would be reason- 
able and rational to expect that greater sensitivity was 
shown towards their genuine grievances. For instance, it 
is hard to comprehend how enabling the Bosnian Mus- 
lims rightfully to defend themselves impinges upon the 
vital interests of Great Britain, France or U.S.A. Not- 
withstanding the sophisticated arguments put forward 
by Lord Owen for withholding heavy defensive weapons 
from them, it is obvious to Muslims as well as to all 
conscionable people everywhere in the world that the 
policy was discriminatory. Why then shouldn’t Muslims 
assume that the Western stance on issues like Bosnia, 
Kashmir, Palestine was predisposed by non-rational 
factors, prejudices, age-old prejudices, rather than based 
on rational judgement and concern for human dignity 
and freedom. Indeed, one expects more from the civi- 
lised humanity that the West has supposedly come to 
embody in the modern era or, the so-called post modern 
era. The events and happenings in Bosnia and elsewhere 
may well have irrevocably undermined the Muslim 
world’s confidence in the probity and judgement of 
Western leadership. 


It is, however, auspicious that the Clinton administra- 
tion in greater sensitivity to Pakistan's situational 
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vulnerabilities and compulsions, has deemed it fit to 
remove the threat of declaring it as a terrorist state. It 
is solemnly hoped that in setting a fresh precedent 
away from the retributive policies of the previous 
administration, President Clinton would persuade his 
Congressmen and Senators to relent towards Paki- 
stan’s nuclear stance, and lift the embargo on the 
transfer of F-16s previously contracted and partially 
paid for. We know that Pakistan is not Israel, and 
thank God for it. But it is much more than Israel is, 
and can ever be. Next to India, it is potentially the 
most powerf"! state in the rimlands of South and 
South-West Asia, and traditionally not given to adven- 
turism and false revolutionarism. Need more be said? 


Enhancement of Chinese Built Tanks Claimed 


94AS0050D Lahore NAWA-I-WAQT in Urdu 
20 Sep 93 p 6 


[News Report: “Pakistan Has Manufactured Tools To 
Improve Performance of Chinese Built Tanks; All Three 
Modern Tools Were Built in the Country; the Army Is 
Purchasing the Tools.” 


[Text] Islamabad (correspondent): ““Pantic” [?], a branch 
of the Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission, has built 3 
modern tools which will improve the battle performance 
of Chinese built T-59 tanks. These tools are: a laser range 
finder which will help tank drivers find their target at 
night, a “driver's night sight,” and a tool, “laser night 
sight,” which enables the tank to fire at its target at night. 
The three tools and their various parts were designed and 
built in Pakistan. According to reliable sources, under its 
program called “T-59 upgrade mission,” aimed at 
increasing the number of Chinese built T-59 tanks, 
Pakistan’s army has begun to purchase these three tools. 
The manufacture of these tools in the country will save 
Pakistan millions in foreign exchange. 


Defense Relationship With China Analyzed 
94AS0053A Karachi JANG in Urdu 27 Sep 93 p 3 


[Article by Ata-Ur Rahman: “Pak-China Defense 
Relations.”’] 


[Text] The U.S. decision in regard to China’s sale of 
M-11 short range missiles to Pakistan has been made 
public, and this time both China and Pakistan are being 
punished. Restrictions have been placed on the supply of 
super-computers and other sophisticated technology 
(which China needs urgently at this stage of its progress). 
The People’s Republic of China has continued to main- 
tain its traditional respect for principle in bilateral 
international matters and dealings between free coun- 
tries, and has announced that it would not pay any 
attention to these restrictions, that it would not allow 
any challenge to its sovereignty, and that, if necessary, 
would consider withdrawing from the Missile Tech- 
nology Control Regime (MTCR). The U.S. is accusing 
China without justification of contravening this treaty. 
According to the agreement (to which China has been a 
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signatory since 1992 but not Pakistan) the sale or supply 
of all such missiles is restricted which have a range of 
300 kilometers and carry a payload of more than 500 
kilograms. The M-11 missiles being supplied to Pakistan 
have a lower range and payload; their range is 280 
kilometers and the payload 500 kilograms and thus the 
MTCR restrictions do not apply to them. American 
experts acknowledge this fact, but maintain that Paki- 
stan has the capability to increase the range and payload 
of the missiles if it so wishes. This argument is an 
example of the saying: you may not have committed a 
crime but that does not mean that I will not punish you. 
This attitude makes it abundantly clear that the policy 
makers of the single superpower, mindful of their own 
narrow interests, trample the spirit of the laws fashioned 
by themsleves. We should stop and think for a moment, 
if, in spite of all the high-handed acts of the U.S., we 
continue to impose on ourselves the restrictive dictates 
of U.S. interests not only in our foreign policy but in 
domestic and economic matters as well, where will such 
a course finally take us? 


By the wrong interpretation it has given to the M-1] 
missile contract between China and Pakistan, the U.S. 
has not only harmed the spirit of justice in international 
matters, but has once again proved its adherence to a 
double standard. Formerly, only adversaries used to 
accuse the U.S. of such an attitude, but now many U.S. 
intellectuals [are objecting to it], and recently two US. 
State Department officials who resigned in protest over 
America’s Bosnia policy have been openly speaking out 
on the subject. The MTCR agreement, which China is 
being accused of contravening, is being broken openly by 
certain allies and favorites of the U.S.; the contravention 
is taking place in Third World countries and in a manner 
which leaves no room for doubt. South Africa has built 
missiles which leap frog all the limits of the treaty. Israel 
is far ahead of anyone in this field and pays no heed to 
the restrictions of the MTCR treaty. These advances 
made by South Africa and Israel are not hidden from the 
CIA or the U.S. government, but no threats are made 
against these countries nor are any restrictions placed on 
them. Within the last two or three years, India has 
prepared a medium range ballistic missile called Agni. 
Far from imposing any restrictions on South Africa, 
Israel, and India, the U.S. has not even felt it necessary 
to launch a protest. An important question for us to 
ponder is why the U.S. is so adament concerning any 
defense cooperation between Pakistan and China? 


The cause of U.S. discontent with China and the basic 
reason why it regards with concern China’s growing 
influence over the Arab world and South East Asia is 
that, in spite of the close friendly relations between 
China and the U.S. and the most favored nation treat- 
ment accorded to China in trade, the latter, in contrast to 
Boris Yeltsin, does not wish to become a meaningless 
adjunct of the U.S.. China values its independence much 
more than the Russians do. The Russians bid farewell to 
communism, ended their superpower status, and, at the 
same time, destroyed their identity in world politics. 
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China, on the other hand, is taking a gradual approach to 
its emergence from the cave of communism. It has not 
suddenly upset its entire system or has not allowed this 
to happen, and it has also continued to persist in its 
individual regional role. It does not care, if in doing so, 
it should override American interests. China has its own 
standards of friendship and enmity with those around it 
and with Third World countries, and it does not subject 
these standards to American interests. China maintains 
its full sovereignty which Russia sold out as far as world 
politics is concerned in exchange for 24 million dollars in 
U.S. and Western aid. The US. is “justifiably” worried 
over China’s independent course, added to which is the 
fact that, despite aid by the U.S., IMF and others and 
even after adopting a market economy, Russia has not 
been able to free itself from the grip of economic 
problems created by 70 years of communist rule. China, 
on the other hand, has proceeded on a gradual but 
preplanned course and without any U.S. aid, and has 
made astonishing economic progress. At present its rate 
of economic growth is 14 percent, greater than that of 
any developed or developing country. If one adds to 
China’s rate of economic growth its area, population, 
military power, and independent foreign policy, what 
emerges is a regional superpower. This is the status 
which India has been dreaming of for many years but has 
failed to achieve. This is the status which the U.S. would 
like to see Japan acquire but the size and population of 
that country stand in the way. This, then, is the situation 
which “justifiably” bothers the U.S., which makes it 
watch closely every step forward China takes in defense 
and foreign affairs, and which makes the U.S. launch 
protests and threats whenever opportunity arises. But, at 
the same time, the U.S. does not want to lose an 
important country like China. Since China knows this, it 
pays no attention to U.S. threats. However, the U.S. is 
more than a little concerned over the growing coopera- 
tion between Pakistan and China and considers it espe- 
cially dangerous to its world interests. Let us examine the 
reasons for this concern. 


The present political and economic situation in Pakistan 
should, to a large extent, be a matter of satisfaction to the 
U.S. The government of Pakistan may or may not have 
been manufactured in the U.S., or it may or may not 
have been imposed by the U.S.; it is, however, undoubt- 
edly favored by the U.S. and no one thinks otherwise. 
The government announced its economic package on 19 
August and not only accepted all the conditions imposed 
by the World Bank and IMF but is already enforcing 
them. No government could show greater support for the 
U.S.; nevertheless, the U.S. cannot tolerate our receiving 
missiles from China. The reason is that, although the 
government of Pakistan supports the U.S. to an extra- 
dordinary degree, Pakistan is also a Muslim country: 
inspite of its great shortcomings Pakistan's society is 
imbued with the spirit of Islamic and national aspira- 
tions and hopes for the unity of the entire Muslim 
nation. If a government should come into office in this 
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country, which even if not purely Islamic and, in Amer- 
ican terms, not entirely fundamentalist, but should nev- 
ertheless be an elected national government, it’s inclina- 
tions and actions would force it to refuse the role of a 
meaningless adjunct to America or it would not be able 
to do what the Nawaz Sharif government could not do 
[sic]. When the people of this country awaken politically 
and advance toward self-sufficiency, their course would 
inevitably not coincide with policies favoring the U.S. 
and its interests, but the people would continue to 
advance in spite of collision with these policies. Their 
goal would be national independence; the unity of the 
Islamic world; the renaissance of Islamic civilization. 
Their aspiration would be to offer humanity a better 
choice than that given by the West. This is the spirit 
which the U.S. has made every possible effort to destroy 
but has failed to do so every time. U.S.’s most bitter 
experience was the Iranian revolution. The Shah’s gov- 
ernment was more faithful to the U.S. than to the 
“Shah”. The efforts made during the sixties and seven- 
ties to instil Western traditions into Iranian society are 
no secret. In spite of all these efforts, when a revolution 
against the government started from the lower strata of 
society, it was aimed not only against the Shah, but it 
aspired to root out the effects of Western civilization and 
rejuvenate Iran’s Islamic culture. Within this aspiration 
was also the natural hope to restore Iran’s high status in 
world and regional politics. These aspirations washed 
away American influence from a country, which only a 
year and a half earlier in 1977 Jimmy Carter had called 
an island of stability (from the point of view of American 
interests). At present America’s Muslim world policy is 
to prevent the Iranian phenomenon from raising its head 
in any other Islamic country, and to crush it before it 
takes shape. That is why the U.S. is intolerant not only of 
Islamic but even of Muslim nationalist governments. It 
does not want to see any Islamic country gain strength. It 
does not want to see even a democractic form of govern- 
ment in a Muslim country if its purposes do not coincide 
to the last degree with U.S. interests. Such an objective is 
not possible in any Muslim country because of historical 
and cultural reasons, that is the reason why the U.S. is 
protecting feudalism and dictatorships throughout the 
Islamic world, that is why it did not allow the election 
results in Algeria to succeed, and that is also why in 
Pakistan it cannot tolerate the establishment of a strong 
political and national government. The U.S. does not 
allow any government to remain in office here for more 
than two or two and a half years because, if a national 
and democratic government were to gain strength, the 
U.S. would first of all find it very difficult to keep it in its 
clutches, and second such a government would finally 
give rise to an Islamic and national government which is 
entirely unacceptable to the U.S. Since these possibilities 
exist in Pakistan, the U.S. does not want Pakistan to 
receive any kind of modern weapons, to become strong, 
to have the freedom to play an independent regional 
role, and to establish relations based on unity with a 
regional power such as China. The U.S. does not favor 
defense and strategic cooperation between Pakistan and 
China because such a cooperation would not remain 
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limited to these two countries but would inevitably 
spread to Iran, Afghanistan, and the free Muslim states 
of Central Asia. A regional bloc of ten or twelve coun- 
tries with Muslim majorities would then emerge. These 
are the countries where powerful movements for Islamic 
patriotism and the renaissance of Islam are already 
underway. China, the only non-Muslim country in the 
bloc, has never had a serious quarrel with any Islamic 
country. In establishing friendly relations with China, 
nearly all Islamic countries including Pakistan and Iran 
did not allow ideological differences to stand in the way. 
China, then, is the sole non-Muslim power which can 
become the natural ally and supporter of Islamic coun- 
tries. It is not without “cause”, then, that the U.S. views 
with concern the growing defense relations between 
China and Pakistan. 


Commenting on the U.S. reaction to the M-1! missiles, 
Pakistan’s caretaker prime minister said that even 
though the [U.S.] action was wrong, one-sided, and 
based on faulty information, Pakistan would have to 
settle the matter with the U.S. with careful thought; that 
it would have to explain [the situation] to the U.S., to 
inform it fully of Pakistan’s stand on principle in the 
Kashmir issue, and to persuade it to help in a just 
solution of the problem. Moin Qureshi [the caretaker 
prime minister] should certainly undertake this worth- 
while task. He understands the language the Americans 
speak since he has spent the best 35 years of his life 
among them. He is thus best qualified for the task. 
However, while we are trying to explain matters to the 
Americans, we also should try to understand them, to 
plumb the depths of their thoughts, and to study their 
feelings and intentions toward Pakistan and the Islamic 
world judged against the background of history and 
culture. We should then devise our national policy in the 
light of the findings. As far as using facts and logic to 
convince the U.S., U.S. policymakers have proved by 
their actions that they are beyond the reach [of reason]. 
When even limited U.S. interests are involved, the 
largest number of arguments couched in the most philo- 
sophical language will leave U.S. policymakers 
unmoved; even human tragedy does not have affect 
them; otherwise, the Bosnia problem would have been 
solved long ago. If, to preserve its interests, the U.S. 
could free Kuwait from Iraq's illegal occupation within a 
year, could it not, in order to uphold the principles of 
human freedom, help in freeing the land of Palestine 
from Israel’s illegal occupation? Are there any arguments 
in this issue which remain hidden from the U.S.? If the 
U.S., to protect its own interests, can send troops to 
Somalia where a civil war is waging among Muslims, 
what is preventing the U.S. from sending troops to 
Bosnia to stop the massacre of Muslims and the rape of 
their women by non-Muslims? Such bloodshed has not 
been seen in the last 50 years since the Second World 
War. The people of Pakistan are going to participate 
soon in general elections. When using the vote, mature 
individuals should remember to elect a leadership 
imbued with the spirit of nationalism and Islamic unity 
and endowed with superior understanding and strong 
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aspirations in these matters because only such a leader- 
ship will find an honorable way to save them from the 
clutches of domestic problems and the dangers of foreign 
domination. 


[Concluding 8 lines missing] 


PAF Viewed as ‘Symbol of Deterrence’ 


BK1111091993 Islamabad THE MUSLIM in English 
I] Nov 93 p4 


{By Aroosa Alam] 


[Text] Islamabad, Nov 10—A powerful symbol of deter- 
rence in peace and the proven and aggressive component 
in defence of Pakistan whenever challenged: this is the 
PAF [Pakistan Air Force] that people of Pakistan have 
known and held in high esteem. 


What is the psyche and anatomy of this force that has 
been able to keep fairly intact its awesome profession- 
alism in times of national crisis? There has been no 
magic in the manner and method that has kept this 
symbol of national defence a dependable entity. It is a 
reflection of the past standards, traditions, and premium 
for courage of which the journalists got a glimpse on 
Tuesday at Rafiqui Air Base. 


An average Pakistani has unrelenting confidence in the 
audacity of the PAF. The question that almost every 
Pakistani asks today is whether the PAF is as good as it 
was during 60s and 70s. Hardcore fighter bombers, 
unimpeachable air defence elements, quality of leader- 
ship, modern state of art equipment at Rafiqui Airbase, 
Shorkot spoke volumes of the high quality of the PAF’s 
High-Mark exercises. 


A team of journalists had the rare opportunity of 
watching from close quarters the modern-day fighters, 
the state of weapon technology and the elements of air 
defence on Iqbal Day. The journalists were given a short 
briefing about the concept of air operations which ema- 
nate from the real threat perception by the PAF plan- 
ners. This threat perception is played into extremely 
realistic operational environment to rehearse PAF’s tac- 
tical strategy in real war situation while giving the 
exercise a very realistic parameter of operations. 


The force is divided into friendly and enemy forces and 
it is simulated that the enemy would carry out a pre- 
emptive strike. This 1s followed by relentless counter air 
operations to render the enemy airfields untenable for 
largest periods so as to prevent the enemy’s air operation 
or to reduce them substantially with the objective that 
the Pakistan Army should launch its offensive without 
serious interference from the enemy air. 


While the journalists were in briefing, the airfield came 
under attack by F-16s and F-7 aircraft that carried out a 
coordinated attack from different directions. The attack 
was spectacular and clearly demonstrated the skills of 
men of courage and excellence. 
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This exercise demonstrated that our professionals could 
perform the dual roles of intruder and intercepter with 
equal skill. Briefing the newsmen about the objectives of 
the extensive high pitch exercises the Base Commander 
Air Commodore Pervez Mirza said the air wars are won 
on quality basis and not on quantity basis. He said that 
there are three objectives of the High-Mark exercise. 
They are: (1) realistic operation training, (2) validation 
of the existing concepts, (3) assessment of war readiness 
status. He informed newsmen that during first four days 
of the exercises, 32 raids, involving 200 aircraft were 
conducted. He said that 160 sorties were carried out— 
110 in air defence role and the rest in counter air raids. 


The Base Commander said that keeping in view the 
numerical strength of the enemy, we have to lay greater 
emphasis on quality of skills, accuracy to intercept and 
effective air defence through recourse to such exercises. 
At the beginning of the decade, Indian Air Force had the 
following strength three squadrons of MiG 29, two 
squadrons of Mirage 2000, four squadrons of MiG 27, 
four squadrons of MiG 23 BN, one squadron of MiG 23 
MF, five squadrons of Jaguars, 17 squadrons of MiG 21 
FL-M-bis, three squadrons of Recce-EW, one squadron 
of Ajit, one squadron of Hunter. 


As compared to India, Pakistan Air Force at the begin- 
ning of the decade had three squadrons of F-16s, one 
squadron of Mirage-3, four squadrons of F-7 and three 
squadrons of F-6 (second line). 


Despite the fact that this gives a ratio of one-to-three, 
Pakistan Air Force has maintained its superiority over 
its traditional enemy due to its superior quality of 
professionalism and better strategy. 


Journalists were also taken to the air defence alert where 
young and agile pilots were sitting ready to scramble in 
three minutes alert time. This was followed by physical 
inspections of F-7, F-16s and Mirage-3. 


At the end of the visit, the journalists were taken round 
air field defence installations. Rafiqui Base, second 
largest base, is protected with three-layer airfield defence 
system which has six-second reaction time. The outmost 
layer of airfield defence are equipped with modern and 
highly sensitive radar system and ground-to-air missile 
system to intercept any intruder. 


Rafiqui base was conceived as supporting airfield for 
Sargodha in 1968. It served as a satellite and forward 
base for Sargodha. 


It was upgraded to full-fledged air base during 197) war. 
Beginning from one squadron, Rafiqui Air Base today 
houses many squadrons of Mirages, F-7s, F-16s, with a 
full-fledged air defence radar wing. At peace time, it has 
200 air force officers, 2000 air men, 2000 civilians and 
7000 flying per year. 


Rafiqui Air Base figures out very important in any future 
encounter with India because of its strategic location. 
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“Highmark-93” the code-name of the Pakistan Air 
Force’s (PAF) annual exercises, being conducted in the 
central and southern Punjab, are one of the most exten- 
sive ever undertaken by it. 


“The region is most likely to see most of the action 
during any future conflict,” said the Assistant Chief Of 
Air Staff (Flight Safety). Air Cor nodore Jamal Hussain 
while briefing a team of newsmen. 


When asked about the threat from Indian surface- 
to-surface missiles—Prithivi and Agri—he said, in a 
conventional war, it would be difficult for India to use 
these missiles owing to their cost of one and five million 
dollars respectively, to deliver a payload of only 500 kgs. 


To a query about benefiting from the lessons from the 
Gulf War, the Base Commander said that a war in our 
scenario will be quite different, but of course certain 
other useful guidelines could be deduced and utilised. 


Rafiqi Airbase, named after Sarfraz Rafiqi Shaheed, 
designated as one of the main Forward Operational Base 
(FOB) of the Blue Land forces, witnessed some of the 
most heavy action of the exercise. 


The air headquarters will carry out analysis of the 
exercise from all aspects when it comes to an end. 


The planning phase of the exercise commenced on Oct 
17, and after the deployment phase on Oct 25 is in its 
final operations phase. Tactical weapons delivery will be 
the last and final stage during which the combat squad- 
rons of the PAF will compete against each other in 
delivering live weapons on a tactical range. The exercise 
is likely to end by the mid of November. 


Article Argues for Stronger Missile Defense 


BK1611123993 Islamabad THE NATION in English 
16 Nov 93 p 7 


[Article by Dr. Abdul Kalam] 


[Text] “Technology respects technology and strength 
respects strength.’—Dr A. Kalam, Indian missile 
wizard. 


“There is no doubt that the Indian missile threat is real. 
The recent deployment of 250 km range ’Prithvi* surely 
adds to our threat perception. This short presentation 
deals with some of the options that are available to us, as 
we don’t have a missile of comparable performance with 
us to excel and outrange "Prithvi". 


In very simple language and without using the jargon of 
the operational analyst, the whole issue boils down to 
this. The sum of what you do + what you do with + how 
you do it, must be equal to or exceed the threat. In our 
environments, the “Prithvi” threat is very considerable. 
The threat has been magnified by the Indian utterances 
that this magic tactical missile has a CEP (a measure of 
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accuracy) of | per cent. The Indians again somewhat 
optimistically claim that four correctly targeted 
“Prithvis”’ are enough to break up any riposte that 
Pakistan may be in the process of developing. This 
perhaps is a very tall claim. 


The interesting part is that some of the Indian defence 
analysis while lending more colour to “Prithvi”, are of 
the view that such anti-missile missiles as “Patriot” 
cannot possibly negate and incinerate “Prithvi” arguing 
that “Patriot” Raytheon (U.S.) manufactured hardware 
was only partially successful against Soviet “Scuds” 
which are of the 1960s era and whose trajectory is quite 
predictable. “Prithvis” trajectory apparently is variable. 


To my mind this line of argument is quite fallacious as 
the performance of both “Prithvi” and “Patriot” are not 
quite known precisely. Only recently it has come to light 
that “Patriot” had only marginal success in the Gulf and 
a congressiona! inquest is underway to assess the hit 
percentage of this highly rated anti- missile missile. 
There is considerable evidence showing, that its perfor- 
mance (not withstanding its massive sales in the Middle 
East) is much more inflated. Some people still think that 
the Iraqi “Scuds” and their variants just broke inte two 
on re-entry due to aerodynamic imbalance, as a result of 
Iraqi modifications in the ballistics of the missile which 
had been tampered wth by the Iraqis to achieve addi- 
tional range to reach to Tel-Aviv and al- Riyadh. 


Again “Prithvi” for all :ts pugnacious name has had only 
a few test flights and it may not be a perfect missile 
anyway. For any missile/weapon system to be really 
effective, very extensive and elaborate testing is required 
before its induction, and I have a feeling that the Indian 
missile has not undergone these rigorous schedules of 
testing and trials. So far Indian Generals are not sure of 
what to do with it. 


All the same the deployment of “Prithvi” near Jullunder 
could also mean to influence MTCR [Missile Tech- 
nology Control Regime] to pressurise China not to 
transfer M-Il to Pakistan and also to deter Pakistan at 
the same time posing a threat to the vitals of Pakistan 
and its strategic economic and military targets. 


This being so, it cannot be ruled out that India will not 
use this missile. Some of the options available to Paki- 
stan which come to mind are serialised as below. 


There is no doubt that any country which possesses 
missiles will use these. The recent use of U.S. missiles in 
the Gulf War - (and these were used most effectively) is 
the case in point. Consequently, the options available to 
Pakistan to minimise the Indian missile threat can be 
summied up as below: 


¢ First and foremost is that Pakistan should try to 
acquire fabricate missile of comparably range, 
lethality and CEP at least to deter “Prithvi”. 

¢ Beef up (and in a big way) its civil defence and passive 
defence against missile attack. 
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¢ Try and get some anti-missile missile, although really 
no such weapon has been fabricated which provides 
100 per cent security even by the U.S. The SDI as we 
know had flopped badly. 

¢ All our civil defence and PAD measures (Passive Air 
Defence) must emphasise damage control. 

¢ Utilise the services of PAF in preference to missiles 
for accessible targets as missiles can be very expen- 
sive-the cheapest may cost Rs | crore a copy and then 
fired, these can not be reused in any way. So we must 
weight up missile various manned aircraft options 
judiciously. 

¢ We must incorporate the latest techniques of fixation 
and target acquisitions like Loran and GPS to achieve 
first round hit, in the case of our heavy artillery, 
which of course must be used with aggression (like in 
the 1965 War). 

¢ I suppose there is a requirement of the induction of 
more MLRs i.e. rocket launchers which can saturate 
the target area. The present quantum of Chinese | 22 
mms is not enough. 

¢ We are too far behind the Indians in satellites and 
other force multipliers (emerging technologies). We 
must try and catch up in these, the sooner the better. 

¢ We seem to lack a technological culture, which must 
be inculcated and there is more need of this in the 
present day soldier if he is to enter the 21st century 
with some sort of professional self esteem and dignity. 


In sum, I do not feel that the Indian missile threat cannot 
be negated, and we should not be unnecessarily worried 
about its infallibility. The Indian missile threat real as it 
is, can be blunted if some of the steps as outlined above 
are implemented. 


Article Views Edge Over India in Naval Weaponry 


BK1711105593 Islamabad THE MUSLIM in English 
17 Nov 93 pp 1, 10 


[By Aroosa Alam] 


[Text] Islamabad, Nov 16: Pakistan Navy has developed 
and acquired over the years some weapons and equip- 
ment that give Pakistan a clear edge over its traditional 
enemy across the border. 


This was stated by a senior commander of the Pakistan 
Navy while briefing a team of Rawalpindi-Islamabad 
based defence correspondents at Naval Tactical School, 
Karachi Dockyard Monday. 


Ours is much smaller navy as compared to India but we 
have become a much effective deterrent against the 
enemy through modification and training of our officer,“ 
said the spokesman. 


He said Pakistan Navy has successfully installed Har- 
poon, subsurface-to-surface missile, on its submarine 
and Exocet, longrange fire and forget missile, on its 
prestigious Atlantic aircraft (LRMP). 
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The spokesman said Pakistan has enormous abilities to 
rebuild upgrade and overhaul its Naval Air arm as well 
as its war ships, submarines, missile boats, radars, mine- 
hunters and Seaking and Alouette helicopters. 


The separate and extensive briefings were arranged for 
the visiting correspondents at Naval Air Arm Mehran 
Base, the Tactical School and Fleet Operation Headquar- 
ters at Karachi Dockyard. 


A senior Commander, while giving out the achievements 
of the Pakistan navy in different fields of professional 
preparedeness said the role of navy could naver be under 
estimated. It is required both in war and peace condi- 
tions, he said. 


According to the spokesman, 98 per cent of Pakistan’s 
trade is routed through sea. To pre-empt any economic 
blockade by the enemy and to protect the rich exclusive 
economic zone of Pakistan, he said, the navy is well 
prepared and fully alert to counter any such attempt. 


The spokesman informed newsmen that unlike other 
services, Pakistan Navy was indigenising, upgrading, 
rebuilding and overhauling all its aircraft, warships, 
submarines, avionics and radars through its own 
budget which is about seven to eight per cent of the 
total defence budget, he said. This is really a big 
achievement considering the fact that the air force and 
army have separate budget allocation for rebuilding 
and upgradation facilities. 


It goes to the credit of the Pakistan navy that its naval air 
arm has taken lead in the region by developing the 
philosophy of missile installation in the Atlantic aircraft. 
Meanwhile the professionals at the Karachi Dockyard 
have succeeded in modifying submarines by equipping 
them with the long-range subsurface-to-surface missiles 
with excellent securacy. 


Officials told newsmen that Pakistan Navy is the only 
navy in the world to achieve the ability to rebuild, 
overhaul and upgrade French-made Atlantic aircraft 
indigeriously. 


A spokesman of the navy disclosed that during next few 
years, Pakistan will indigenise 850 tons patrol-craft, one 
mine-counter measure vessel, one submarine, 26 opti- 
mist class boats, 36 GPR boats, 60 laser-class boats, four 
diesel barge boats and four water barges. 


A senior Fleet Operation Officer of the Dockyard said 
after Pakistan made transfer of technology clause com- 
pulsory in all defence contracts, indigenisation process 
in defence field has accelerated manifold. 


The spokesman said the modernised Dockyard has com- 
pleted construction of three minisubmarines while Paki- 
stan’s first war ship is currently under constraction. He 
said Pakistan’s nayv Dockyard has built many big ships. 
Apart from that the Dockyard has rebuilt 37 major ships, 
14 submarines, and 380 other craft. The Dockyard is 
spread over 73 acres. It has 60 workshops where 105 
officers and engineers and 7800 workmen are employed. 
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“The objective of the naval Air Arm it to provide 
maximum return to the nation in terms of national 
security” said a senior commander at the Centre. 


He said 1971 war had taught Pakistan Navy many 
lessons when it lost one submarine, and two warships 
in the absence of air defence cover. Naval Aviation, he 
said, was conceived in 1975 to have an invincible 
defence cover and surveillance system over the sea to 
have a total picture. 


The spokesman said the signing of the International 
Law of Sea Conference gave Pakistan a sea province 
larger than the province of Pakistan. [sentence as 
published] The sea falling within the territorial sover- 
eignty of Pakistan, he said, is rich in minerals fish and 
oil reservers. 


He said the duty of Pakistan Navy is not only to keep at 
bay the intruders but also to preserve its riches in the 
riches in the sea. [sentence as published] 
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“Navy Aviation is today equipped with one squadron of 
Atlantic aircraft having high endurance, adequate sensor 
radar and sonar.” The spokesman said the navy aircraft 
are also equipped for anti- submarine and anti-surface 
operations as well as Electronic Support measure (ESM). 
He said the Atlantic aircraft is equiped with devices to 
locate submarines. It is armed with two Export missiles, 
four MK46 torpedos, four depthcharges, antiship mines 
and standard NATO bombs. 


According to the spokesman, Pakistan navy is equipped 
with Seaking Helicopters, a Fokker Squadrom and one 
squadron of Alouette helicopters. 


About the expansion of the naval bases, the spokesman 
said that PNS Base at (?Pasri) is a newly developed issue 
which will support the Naval Aviation. The other bases 
are PNS Akram at Gwadar, PNS Ahsan at Armara and 
PNS Iqbal, a commandndo base. 


He said the Navy has to monitor an area spanning over 
300 nautical miles constantly. In all four ships monitor 
the entire area round- the-clock, he said. 
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Commentary Urges Wider Application of 
Technology 


BK1910112793 Islamabad THE PAKISTAN TIMES 
in English 19 Oct 93 p 6 


[E.A.S. Bakhari commentary: “Third International Sym- 
posium on Advanced Materials”’] 


[Text] Notwithstanding the comperative primitiveness 
of our sciences and technology, barring a few confidence- 
giving projects, there is no shortage of symposiums and 
seminars on the same. This augers well for the country 
and when the financial constraints are removed there is 
every chance of science ‘and technology to prosper. Our 
present spending on it, both civil and military, is one of 
the lowest in the world. Military naturally has a 
slight preference. 


The symposia, as I have said, are coming thick and 
fast: one at POF’s [Pakistan Ordnance Factory] Wah 
and the one organised by Dr A. Q. Khan can be signed 
out as the most instructive and designed to promote 
material and technology reserarch. The POF’s have the 
credit of holding their Science and Technology semi- 
nars every year in the first week of December without 
break over the past ten years. Though partly promo- 
tional, a wide range of weapon architectures are pre- 
sented in this seminar. Of late the participation of the 
Pakistani speakers in this has increased very consider- 
ably which shows that technical culture is taking roof 
in our environment. 


The Third International Symposium on Advanced Mate- 
rials was held in Islamabad from 20 to 24 September. It 
was a truly international gathering and a large member of 
“poets of technology” had gathered in Islamabad. The 
inauguration of the symposium was performed by the 
acting President of Pakistan, Mr. Waseem Sajjad. His 
address has been widely reported in the Press and the 
crux of his address in fact signifies the shortage of our 
technical skill and the inadequacy of tapping our vast 
material resources. He said, “Although Pakistan is rich 
in several mineral resources—ferrous and non-ferrous 
metals—unfortunately our resources remain untapped, 
our talent remains unutilized and our expertise finds 
little avenues everners to flourish because we utterly lack 
the infrastructure and the sophisticated technology of 
minerals [word indistinct] processing alloy development, 
fabrication and forming technology etc. 


The President went on to say““—In order to enter the era 
of high technology and the 2Ist century, we must 
advance ourselves in each and every field of Science and 
Technology.” 


Dr A.Q. Khan, the organiser of this highly talented 
gathering of scientists, presented the keynote address 
which was both stimulating and spirited. Though confi- 
dence-building, the threat of his presentation was on the 
low priority of S&T in our country and on inadequate 
funding. In his concluding remarks he stressed the need 
for greater investment in science and technology if we 
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are to enter the 21st century with honour and win a place 
of pride in the community of actions. 


He provided some scintillating quotations from Derek 
Bok who was President of Harvard and from Alfred 
North Whitehead—the great mathmatician and philos- 
opher. Whitehead had collaborated with Lord Ber- 
trand Russel in the production of the great work 
“Principia Mathematica.’ The observations of Bok on 
education are typically applicable to us where we keep 
on cribbing that education is too expensive. He is 
credited with having once said “If you think that 
education is expensive, try ignorance.” —and we must 
all know that the greatest impediment in the path of 
knowledge is the ignorance. 


Whitehead is equally illuminating when he says“ ... In 
the conditions of modern life, the rule is absolute: the 
race which does not value trained intelligence is doomed. 
Today we maintain ourselves, tomorrow science would 
have moved ever yet one more step and there will be no 
appeal against the judgement which will be pronounced 
on the uneducated.” 


What we need in a developing country like ours is the 
quality of education, and not education alone. Unfor- 
tunately, if you put one rupee in education, you can get 
education worth one rupee only. This phenomenon, | 
suppose, is everywhere and th> cost of education is 
increasing everywhere—and more so in the case of 
technical education which needs well-equipped 
laboratories, etc. 


I] suppose our universities are not delivering the goods 
whereas they should be the bedrock of all learning 
including science and technology in our country. The 
performances of technical and engineering universities 
has not been much praiseworthy. [sentence as published] 
So one of the more important steps that we must take is 
to improve the curricula. Going back to Derek Bok 
whom Dr. A. Q. Khan has quoted—and very rightly 
too—it will be profitable for our education pioneers to 
read a short presentation of the famous Harward educa- 
tionist “A Paradox in Education” which appears in the 
Dialogue-2. 1993, a USIS publication. Surprisingly, even 
in U.S.—perhaps the most advanced country as far as 
science and technology is concerned—the image of uni- 
versities need reversing. 


Here is Bok on Universities.“ ... Universities need to 
persuade the public—but most of all themselves—that 
they will make the quality of education a priority second 
to none.” We must find out and establish the vital 
linkage between technical education and the universities. 


The Third International Symposium on Advanced Mate- 
rials produced a member of technical papers, especially 
in the field of materials and alloys. It is interesting to go 
through the abstracts which have been provided so me. I 
find that there is sizeable Pakistani participation which 
is very encouraging indecd. 
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But then technology is a limitless activity—and with the 
improvement in materials both its acceptance and class 
can improve very considerably. In fact some “poets” of 
technology think that whatever is thinkable is also pos- 
sible. That however, may be too much to expect from 
technology. We must stress a dire need of technological 
“culture” in our education with the aim to provide 100 
percent technology to 100 percent population. 


The American technology can be rightly proud of 
having had benefited from the revolutionary thinking 
of such futurists as Lewis Mumford—the author of 
monumental “Technics and Civilization” and R. 
Buckminister Fuller. Fuller is very innovative in his 
approach to technical issues. We badly need men of 
such technical vision. Here are some glispers of his 
technological vision and personality. 


He is credited with having told Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
of India in 1958 that “Science has hooked up the 
everyday economic plumbing to cosmic reservoir’ —1.e. 
in a more mundane and commonsense lingo, that wealth 
is now non-depletable. Fuller is credited with the 
designing of the futuristic first moon colony. Sometimes 
he could be terribly difficult and ruthless—almost mad- 
dening when he used such mind-boggling terminology. I 
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suppose all technologists are a bit snobbish too. He loves 
such terminology as “Omni considerate comprehensive 
synergistic integrity,” et al. 


Many years ago I put up a short presstation on this 
unusual man. Here are some pieces out of the presenta- 
tion. “... He had unconventional opinions on everything 
from education "the only real education is self-eduction™ 
to the essence of the universe "there is no matter but 
design. A later day Leonardo. Dr Albert Einstein once 
told him “Young man, you amaze me.” President 
Reagan has said about him “Buckminister Fuller 
reminded us that America is haven for innovators. 
”Fuller’s most startling innovation is the geodesic dome. 
A futuristic bubble-like structure which made him world 
famous. He held nearly 170 patents of such diverse 
products as a three-wheeled car, cities that floated in the 
sky, TV towers as high as mountains, add sea-floating 
apartment complexes housing a million people. He 
called all these artifacts. 


Finally, the symposium, I suppose, will go a long way 
in furthering the proliferation of technological culture 
on advanced materials. I will end up but again men- 
tioning the name of Fuller whose energies were “‘cen- 
tred on a single drive: to promote the total use of total 
technology for total population. [Words indistinct] 
culture. We need that. 
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